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Veneris, 20 ° die Mali, ] 842 . 



Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the effect upon the 
Trade in Spirits in Ireland of the llepeal of the Malt Drawback in that part of the United 
Kingdom. 



Martis, 2^° die Maii, 1842 . 



And a Committee is nominated of — 

Sir Geoi^e Clerk. 

Mr. Young. 

Mr. O’Connell. 

Captain Jones. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Mr. Bruce. 

Mr. William O’Brien. 

Mr. Campbell. 

Ordered, That the said Committee have power to send for Persons, Papers, and Records. 
Ordered, That Five be the Quorum of the Committee. 



Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Mr. Hume. 

Mr. Parker. 

Mr. Kemble. 

Mr. Hawes. 

Mr. More O’Ferrall. 
Sir Thomas Hepburn. 



Veneris, 17 ® die Junii, 1842 . 



Ordered, That the Committee have power to report their Opinion, together with the 
Minutes of the Evidence taken before them, to The House. 



THE REPORT - _ - - p. iii 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE p. iv 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE p. i 
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report. 



IHE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire into the Effect 
upon the Thade in Spirits in Ireland of the Repeal of the Malt 
Drawback in that part of the United Kingdom, and who were 
empowered to report their Opinion, together with the Minutes 
OF Evidence taken before them, to The House; Have con- 

sidered the Matters to them referred, and agreed to the following 
Resolution : — 



I^HAT it is the opinion of this Committee, that the repeal of the Malt 
Drawback in Ireland will not be prejudicial either to the Trade in Spirits 
or to the Revenue in that country. 



17 June 1842. 



EXPENSES OF WITNESSES. 




338. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMTTIEE. 

Veneris, 27® die Mali, 1 842. 



present: 

Sir George Clerk. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Mr. John Young. 

Mr. Parker. 



Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Captain Jones. 

Mr. Kemble. 



Mr. John Young called to the Chair. 



Ordered, That the Reports of the Committee on Malt Drawbacks of 1831, be sent round 
to the Committee. 



[Adjourned till Monday, Gth June, at One o’clock. 



[Afterwards postponed till Thursday, 0th June, at One o’clock. 



Jovis, 9” die Junii, 1842. 



John Young, Esq. 
Mr. Campbell. 
Mr.O’Connell. 

Mr. M. O’Ferrall. 
Captain Jones. 



Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Sir T. Hepburn. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Mr. Kemble. 

Sir Geoig;e Clerk. 



The Committee deliberated as to the course of their proceedings. 



Motion made, (by Sir Robert Ferguson), — 

That Mr. Jameson be called in, and examined.” 



Motion made, (by Mr. O’Connell), — 

That Mr. Mehan be called in, and examined.” 



Question , — “ That Mr. Jameson be called in, and examined.” 

Put, and agreed to. 

Mr. Jameson called in, and examined. 

Mr. Pape called in, and examined. 

[Adjourned till Tuesday, at One o’clock. 



Martis, 14.® die Junii, 1842. 
Mr. Young in the Chair. 



Sir T. Hepburn. 

Mr. Canmbell. 

Mr. M. O’Ferrall. 
Captain Jones. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 

Mr. Pape fiu-ther examined. 
Mr. Haig examined. 

Mr. John Mehan examined. 



Mr. Smith O’Brien. 
Mr. Grogan. 

Mr. O’Connell. 

Mr. Kemble. 

Sir George Clerk. 



[Adjourned till Thursday, at One o’clock. 



Jovis, die Junii, 1842. 



Mr. Young in the Chair. 



Mr. Kemble. 

Mr. M. O’Ferrall. 
Mr. Grogan. 

Captain Jones. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Colonel Brereton examined. 
Mr. Dehany examined. 



Sir Thomas Hepburn. 
Mr. O’Connell. 

Mr. Campbell. 

Sir George Clerk. 

Mr. Smith O’Brien, 



[Adjourned till To-morrow, at 12 o’clock. 
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Veneris, iy‘ die Jstm, 1842. 



Sir George Clerk. 
Mr. O’Connell. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Mr. Smith O’Brien. 
Mr. M. O’Ferrall. 



Mr. Young in the Chair. 

Sir Robert Fei^uson. 

Captain .Tones. 

Sir T. Hepburn. 

Mr. Kemble. 

Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. Pape further examined. 

Mr. Kirkwood examined. 

Colonel Brercton examined. 

Motion made (by Mr. O’Connell),— 

the opinion of this Committee that the repeal of the Malt Drawback in Ireland 
will not be prejudicial either to the Trade in Spirits or to the revenue in that country.” 

Amendment proposed (by Captain Jones),— To leave out from « That ” to the end of the 
question, for the purpose of inserting,— 

“The repeal of the Malt Drawback in Ireland, while it is continued in Scotland, will denrive 
tile Irish Mall distiller of all participation m the foreign market, in the colonial market and 
m the Scotch market. ’ 

. “ the repeal of the Malt Drawback in Ireland, accompanied as it is with the imposi- 
tion ot an additional duty of 1 s. per gallon on Spirits, will render it very doubtful whether 
the legal Malt distiller can compete with the smuggler in the Irish market.” 

Question put, — 

“ That the words proposed to be left out, stand part of the question.” 



. Noes, ' 

Captain Jones. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 



Noes, 2. 
Captain Jones. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 



Ayes, 7- 
Mr, Grogan. 

Mr. O’Brien. 

■ Sir George Clerk. 

Mr. O’Connell. 

Sir T. Hepburn. 

Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. Kemble. 

Main question put, — 

Ayes, 7. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Mr. O’Brien. 

Sir George Clerk. 

Mr. O’Connell. 

Sir T. Hepburn. 

Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. Kemble. 

Resolved , — 

“ That it is the opinion of this Committee, that the repeal of the Malt Drawback in Ireland 
will not be prejudicial either to the Trade in Spirits or to the revenue in that country.” 
Motion made (by Mr. Grogan), and question proposed, — 

“ That it is the opinion of this Committee, that the continuance of the Malt Drawback in 
Scotland gives the aistiller in that country an undue advantage in the supply of the foreign 
and colonial market over the distiller of Ireland.” 

Amendment proposed (by Mr. O’Connell), — 

“ To leave out from ‘ That ’ to the end of the question, for the purpose of inserting the 
Resolution already agreed to be reported to The House.” 

Question put, — 

“ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the question.” 

Noes, 7. 

Mr. O’Brien. 

Sir George Clerk. 



Ayes, 3. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Captain Jones. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 



Mr. O’Connell. 

Sir T. Hepburn. 
Mr. Campfeell. 

Mr. Kemble. 

Mr. M. O’Ferrall. 



Question, as amended, — “That the resolution agreed to, viz. ‘That it is the opinion of 
the Committee, that the repeal of the Malt Drawback in Ireland will not be prejudicial 
either to the Trade in Spints or to the revenue of the country,’ be reported to The House,”— 
put, and agreed to. 

33S. b 
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LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Jovis, 9® die Junii, 1 842. 

James Jameson, Esq. - - - - - - -p. 1 

George Pape, Esq. P-i4 

MartiSf 14® die Junii, 1842. 

George Pape, Esq. P-i? 

Robert Haig, Esq. - -p. 18 

Mr. Jolin Meban p. 28 

Jovis, die Junii, 1842. 

Mr. John Mehan _ -p »39 

Colonel William Brereton - - - . _ - p. 40 

William Knight Dehany, Esq. - - - - - p. 51 

Veneris, 17® die Junii, 1842. 

George Pape, Esq - PP- 57 - 62 

Mr. William Phippard Kirkwood - - - - - p- 57 

Colonel Brereton - - - - _ - - pp. 61, 62 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



Jovis, 9® die Junii, ] 842. 



MEMBERS PRESENT! 



Mr. O’Coimell. 

Mr. More O’Fevrall. 
Captain Joiies. 

Sir George Clerk. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 



Mr. William Smith O’Brien. 
Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Sir Thomas Hepburn. 

Mr. Kemble. 



JOHN YOUNG, Esq., in the Chair. 



James Jameson, Esq., called in ; and Examined, as follows : 

1. Chairman.l ARE you a distiller ? — lam. 

2. In what part of Ireland ? — In Dublin. 

3. How long have you been engaged in that business? — Between 20 and 
30 years. 

4. Have you turned your attention to the subject of the drawback allowed on 
malt? — ^Yes, a good deal. 

5. Sir George Clerk.'] Do you recollect at what time the drawback upon malt 
was first allowed ? — In the year 1823. 

6 . Are you aware what were the reasons upon which the drawback was granted 
to malt distillers in Ireland? — ^Tlie reasons I am perfectly aware of, but they were 
not applicable to Ireland ; the reasons were assigned by the Scotch. It was 
stated, that the illicit distillation Avhich then prevailed to a gi-eat extent in Scot- 
land as well as in Ireland, would be most effectually suppressed by allowing 
spirits made from malt only to be brought into the market under a drawback of 
the duty upon the malt, so as to make malt spirits nearly as cheap as common 
grain spirits, because the public taste in Scotland was so much in favour of the 
illicitly distilled spirits which were made from malt only, that it would greatly 
assist the Excise in putting down the illicit trade, if spirits so made were brought 
into general consumption, and particularly in the north of Scotland. Those were 
the grounds on which the di-awback, as I understand, was granted in Scotland. 

7. That law was subsequently extended to Ireland ? — By the same Act ; I am 
speaking of 1823. 

8. Was not the malt drawback allowed in Scotland in 1821 ? — There was a 
drawback previously to 1823, allowed upon all malt used in making spirits in 
Scotland, which did not extend to Ireland ; but in 1823 the distillery laws were 
assimilated in Ireland and Scotland, and the malt drawback enacted in its present 
form, and extended to Ireland. 

9. Mr. O'Connell.] Was that at the instance of the Irish distillers? — Not at 
all ; we were decidedly opposed to it, and on various grounds. 

10. Sir George Clerk.] Will you state the grounds upon which you thought 
the extension of that drawback to Ireland was objectionable? — We opposed it 
first upon the ground of the inequality of the regulations applicable to the 
manufacture of malt in Ireland ; we had a law totally different from the law 
that prevailed in England and Scotland at that time, and we demonstrated that 

0.62. A we 



J, Jameson, Esq. 
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2 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE: TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 

we should be tnider very great disadvantage in the intercourse with Scotland on 
account of the inequality of the malt law ; that was afterwards altered, but it 
remained for years after tlie distillery regulations had been assimilated and the 
malt drawback in operation. 

11. Tlien the objection on the part of the Irish distillers to the extension of 
the malt drawback to Leland in 1823 , was upon the ground of the different mode 
in which the duty on malt was collected in Ireland and in Great Britain ?— That 
was one ground of objection. 

1 2. The law has since been assimilated with regard to the manufacture of malt 
in Ireland and in England ? — We asked the Government to adopt our regulations 
and to extend them to the United Kingdom, because wo considered that the 
malt law in Ireland was a more perfect law than that in England and Scotland * 
but they found that they could not apply to England and Scotland the Irish 
malt law, that they had not officers to cany it into execution. Then we next 
proposed that they should make one law for the United Kingdom; and that was 
at length done. 

13-14. The malt law being assimilated in the two pai-ts of the United King- 
dom, what other reasons are there for the Irish distillers objecting to the con- 
tinuance of the malt drawback in Ireland? — We have always been opposed 
upon principle to the malt drawback ; we consider that the granting a drawback 
upon an ai'ticle manufactured for home use is an extremely dangerous law iu 
principle ; that it gives rise to great abuse in practice, and we believe that there 
is no law that is so open to abuse, and which gives such opjiortunities for fraud, as 
the malt regulation ; and that was our strong ground of opposition to it. 

1 5. Mr. M. O'Ferratl^ tias that been found practically the case ; can you gjve 
any instances of it ? — It is not in my power to give any instances of it, but such is 
the general and strong impression in Ireland. 

1 6. Sir G. Clerk.'] Are you aware whether the illicit distiller in Ireland is in 
the habit of distilling from malt only, or from a mixture of raw grain and malt ? 
— At the time that poteen making, as it is called, that is illicit spirits, prevailed 
to a great extent, it was said that the spirits so made were chiefly made from grain 
that had undergone a very imperfect process of malting. A man threw a sack of 
oats, or a sack of barley, into a ditch, and let it lie there all night, and obtained 
ah imperfect process of germination in it, and afterwards had it dried with turf, 
which gave a smoky flavour to the spirits, and those spirits were in great estima- 
tion in the northern parts of Ireland. 

17. Was that on account of their being supposed to be of superior quality? — 
Those that were accustomed to it in the north of Ireland liked the flavour of the 
spirits that had got smoke upon them. 

18; Do you attribute that flavour to the smoke or to the spirit having been dis- 
tilled from piu'e malt? — I do not tliink it arose from the spirit being distilled from 
pure malt, because it could not have been pure malt so made ; good malt could 
not, I think, have been made in those di.stricts. 

19. Mr. CConnelL] Was not it preferred for its greater cheapness ? — It was 
much cheaper than the legally distilled spirit. 

20. Sir G, Clerk^ Is it your opinion that you can manufacture spirit of equal 
' quality from mixed grain as from malt alone ? — It is what we have done ; we con- 
tend that it is equal in quality, and many people would say superior in quality, to 
the smoke-flavoured spirit; that spirit does not suit the general taste in Ireland, 
and it could not be sold in Dublin to any extent ; the consumption of it is very 
small. 

2 1 . Is there any preference given in that part of Ireland to spirits distilled 
from malt alone over those produced from a mixtm*e of grain and malt ? — I be- 
lieve that in the north of Ireland spirits having a smoky flavour ai-e much liked, 
but they do not constitute a great part of the consumption. 

■ 22. It might be possible to give a flavour of smoke to spirits distilled fi'om raw 

grain ? — It might ; and that was done in Scotland. 

' 23. Does the taste of people in the north of Ireland lead them to prefer spirit 

■made from malt alone to that which is made from a mixture of raw grain and 
•malt ? — I do not think it does. 

24. Does your answer apply equally to the west of Ireland?— In the north of 

' Ireland 
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COMMITTEE ON THE TRADE OF SPIRITS IN IRELAND. 



Ireland those sph-its are certainly in greater use than in the souths where they J. J’wwcfon, F,sq. 

can hardly he said to he consumed at all, but the consumption I believe is limited ' ' - " 

-to 'a certain class of consumers ; they are not a general article of consumption in 9 1^4** 

any part of Ireland. 

. 25. Has the allowance of the drawback on malt induced many persons to enter 
their distilleries for the use of malt only, since the year 1823 ? — Not in Ireland ; 
the number is very small indeed in Ireland. 

26. Can you state how many persons work from malt only in Ireland? — If I 
am rightly informed, there ai-e only four distillers whose business is confined to 
the making of malt s]>irits only ; I cannot be positive, because I have not seen the 
return, hut that is the number I have heard mentioned ; the quantity they produce 
is very small, as the returns will show. 

27. 8ir ii. Can you give the names of those four? — I do not know 

their names ; I believe they are entirely in the counties of Donegal and Derry. 

28. Mr. O'Cannelll With the exception of those four, or some of them, is the 
general opinion of the trade of Ireland in favour of abolishing the malt drawback 
in Ireland ? — It is certainly decidedly in favour of it. 

29. Do you conceive it to be the interest of the distillers in Ireland that that 
should be done ? — Yes, that is the impression of the trade, 

30. Do you see any disadvantage, or, on the other hand, any advantage to the 
revenue, that would ai-ise from the discontinuance of the drawback ? — I can see 
no advantage that can possibly occur to the revenue from the continuance of the 
malt drawback ; I should be inclined to say that it is a positive disadvantage to 



the revenue. 

31 . Sir G. Clcrh.'] You think it has no effect in checking illicit distillation?— 
Certainly not in Ireland. 

32. Tlae number of persons who have availed themselves of the drawback, and 
the quantity of spirits they distil, are so inconsiderable as to have produced no 
sensible effect in checking illicit distillation ? — That is my decided opinion ; in the 
year 1823, Ireland was overspread with illicit distillation, and in that year the 
duty was reduced to 25. a gallon, and at the same time this malt drawback was 
enacted ; but it did not come into operation, for there were no malt spirits made 
for a long time, but illicit distillation ceased, and in the course of about 12 months 
we heard nothing whatever of illicit distillation. 

33. What period arc you speaking of? — From 1823; this law came into 0}>era^ 
,tion in October 1823; the duty on spirits was then reduced to 2s. a gallon; 
from that moment we heard nothing of illicit distillation for many years. 

34. Mr. O' Connell.] Then the cessation of illicit distillation is, according to 
you, attributable to the le^ening the duty to 2s. ? — Entirely. 

35. It could not be attributable to the malt di-awback, because no distillers in 
Ireland availed themselves of tho malt drawback, and no Scotch spirits were 
imported? — None were imported till 1826, but long before 1826 we had no illicit 



distillation. 

36. Sir O. Clerk.'] Were there not considerable alterations made in tbe law 
wbicb regulates the mode of distillation ?— Very great alterations. 

37. Was tho effect of those alterations to enable distillers to produce spirits of 
a better quality than they could produce under the former restrictions I ™ 
not sure that the spirits were not as good under the fomier law as under the 
present ; but, at any rate, the law under which we now work produced no dete- 
rioration in the quality of the spirits. 

38. Mr. O’ComeU.] You are aware that by leaving the malt drawback m 
Scotland, and taking it away in Ireland, it tvill leave to the Scotch distiller the 
advantage of a cheaper export to the colonies than Ireland will have r— It cert^y 
will, and so fai- as that exportation is concerned, Scotland will have the advantage. 

30. Notwithstanding that advantage, you still are of opinion that it is, upon the 
whole, much to the advantage of the Irish distiUer that tho malt drawback sho,uld 

berepealedinlreland?— Certainly, that is my opinion. 

40 Sir G. Clerk.] What is the principal advantage you expect to derive from 
the repeal of the malt drawback ?-In the first instance, it gets us quit of what I 
consider to be an extremely objectionable law ; the opinion of the trade m Ireland 
. o.fi-2. . IS, 
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4 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 

is, that that law cannot be brought into extensive operation without a great deal 
of fraud being committed. 

41. But if it has been adopted to so small an extent as you have stated, being 
confined to three or four houses in the counties of Derry and Donegal, how can 
any law, affecting so small a portion of the trade, produce any prejudicial effect 
upon the great body of the trade in Ireland ? — I do not know that I can say that 
the drawback on a small quantity of malt spirits produces a prejudicial effect, but 
we think it produces no good effect, and by repealing the law we shall get rid of 
the possibility of its being ever brought into extensive operation, which we depre- 
cate ; as we consider that extensive fraud would be inseparable from its extensive 
operation. 

42. Mr. O'Connell.'] Does not the law as it stands at present, with respect to 
the malt drawback, give a bonus to tlie Scotch distiller to send his spirits to Ire- 
land ? — It is the fact that there is very little malt sj)irit made in Ireland ; almost 
all that is consumed in Ireland comes from Scotland ; many of those that have 
made malt spirits have complained that they cannot get the prime cost of the 
article. 

43. Sir G. Clej'h] Can you state what is the price of ^ure malt spirit in Ireland 
at present ? — Indeed I know so little about it, that it is not in my power to state 
what it is in Ireland ; I have heard what it is in Scotland. 

44. Does it sell at a higher price than the spirit which is made from mixed 
grain ? — I believe it does ; it sells at a great variety of prices in Scotland ; it varies 
in Scotland, as I understand, nearly 2 j. a gallon; that is to say, spirits appearing 
all to be made from malt vary in price to that extent. The last quotation I saw 
was from 3 s. Qd. to 5 s. or 5 s. 6d., a very great difference indeed in the value of 
spirits, all going under the denomination of malt spirits. 

45. vSir T. ffephurn.] Are not those spirits made in different parts of Scotland, 
the north and the south ? — Yes. 

46. Those made in the south do not vary in price to that amount, do they ? — 
The account I saw did not mention where they came from, but in the same 
market. 

47. Mr. O'Brien.] Is it not the impression of the distillers in Ireland, that if 
it were not for the drawback in Scotland the Scotch distillers would not be able 
■to undersell the Irish distillers in their own market ? — That is the impression. 

48. Sir G. Clerk.] Does any description of spirits come from Scotland to Ire- 
land except that which purports to be pure malt spirit? — This last year very little 
has come ; I think there were upwards of 400,000 gallons of malt spirits in the 
year ending the 10 th of October 1841 , and about 100,000 of the other. 

[A Paper was shown to the Witness.] 

49. Mr. O'ConnelL] You signed that document? — I did. 

50. With the full approbation of its contents ? — Yes. 

51. Did you see it signed by other gentlemen ? — I did. 

52. lias it the sanction of the spirit trade in Ireland, with the exception of a 
very few malt distillers? — I have no hesitation in saying so; it expresses the 
opinion of every distiller in Ireland I have ever spoken to on the subject of the 
malt drawback. 

{The same was delivered in, and read, as follows ;] 

“ We, the undersigned, distillers of Ireland, do hereby declare, that we are content with 
the provisions ofthe statute lately brought in by Her Majesty’s Government, and now passed, 
relative to the malt drawback in Ireland; that is, that the malt drawback shall be and 
continue totally repealed in Ireland ; and we are convinced that it will be for the benefit of 
the spirit trade in Ireland, and of the revenue, that the law should remain as it now is, in 
respect to the malt drawback. 9th June 3842.— James Jameson, for himself and the other 
distillers in Dublin ; Robert Haig, Dundalk, for himself and the distillers in Drogheda, Clon- 
mel, Limerick and Carrickmacross ; Alexander Dickson, Belbesbel ; John Fafis, Dungan- 
non, for self, Messrs. Green, ofLurgan, and Messrs. Denis Caulfield & Co. ofNewry, and 
for Robert Cassidy, of Monasteravan ; John Mackenzie & Co., for self and distillers in the 
neighbourhood of Belfast. I concur in the foregoing declaration, as secretary to the distil- 
lers of Ireland, Wm. N. Jameson. 1 concur in the foregoing declaration, .mneas Coffey, 
^ent in London to the Irish distillers.” 

53. When 
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. 53. When a Scotch distiller sends his spirits to England, he does not take the 
malt drawback ? — He refunds the malt drawback he has obtained. 

54 - And you desire that Ireland should have the same advantage in that respect 
that England has in respect to Scotch spirits? — Yes; that it should be placed 
upon the same footing, with regard to the malt drawback and the malt spirit 
trade, as England is. 

55. Mr. Kemhle!\ This malt drawback, you say, has existed from 1823 to the 
present time ; what practical evils have the distillers of Ireland sustained in conse- 
quence of it? — We think, for one thing, that it has exposed us to unequal com- 
petition on the part of the Scotch. 

56. Anything else? — I think that is quite a sufficient objection to it; my other 
objections are to the principle of the law. 

57 ' Mr. Cam'phell.'] You said you thought that the trade were decidedly favour- 
able to the repeal of the malt drawback ; what do you think is the opinion of the 
Irish consumers as to that measure, which would almost amount to a prohibition of 
Scotch whiskey coming into the Irish market?— I cannot say as to the con- 
sumers generally ; but the class of consumers I am acquainted with would find no 
hardship at all in the change, because they are not in the habit of purchasing it ; 
but I have very little acquaintance with the consumers of malt spirits, not having 
made any myself. 

. 58. Mr. O’Bnen.'] Is there any difference between the excise regulations in 
Scotland and in Ireland with respect to spirits ? — No. 

59. Are you of opinion that any excise regulations can be devised which shall 
entirely prohibit the possibility of abusing the malt drawback ?— I can hardly 
venture to say that regulations could not be devised that might prevent fraud ; 
but I think that there can. hardly be a drawback, more especially upon an article 
of home consumption, from which fraud can be entirely excluded. 

60. Is it not the impression generally of the trade that it is almost impossible 
to provide such regulations as will effectually prevent those frauds? — That is the 
impression of the trade. 

61. Mr. Kemble.'] You say that one of the evils you are exposed to is an 
unequal competition with Scotland ; does that arise while the malt drawback is 
allowed both in Ireland and in Scotland ? — Yes. 

62. How does it operate to produce this unequal competition? — That will 
lead almost to a consideration of the whole question of the malt drawback. 

63. Mr. QCormelL] Is not the malt di*awback in Scotland about 8d. a gallon ? 
—Yes. 

64. The whiskey you make in Ireland, if it were malt whiskey, would have a 
drawback of 8rf. a gallon allowed upon it r — Yes. 

65. But as the practice in Ireland is not to distil from pure malt, but from 
mixed grain, that spirit goes into the market with an outlay upon it to the extent 
of %d. a gallon more than the Scotch malt spirit does? — Yes; where malt spirit 
is made, not receiving the drawback, it goes into the market under that disad- 
vantage. 

66. By a regiilation of the Excise no distiller can have in the same premises 
malt and raw grain for distillation? — No, he cannot. 

67. And you think the greater part of the Iilsh distilleries are fit for the mixed 
distillation, and none of them, with very few exceptions, are fit for the pure malt 
distillation? — Just so. 

68. And thus, as to the general consumption of Irish spirits in the Irish mar- 
ket and of Scotch spirits in the Irish market, the malt drawback is in fact a pre- 
mium given to the Scotch distiller to the extent of 8 a gallon ? — Yes. 

69. Sir R. FergusorC] Has not a malt duty to the extent of that S,d. a gallon 
been first levied ? — Yes ; the malt duty of 2 j. a bushel is first levied, and I 
suppose paid. 

70. When you talk of it as a premium Sd., it is only giving back part of the 
additional duty which has been paid? — Yes. 

71. Sir G. Clerh.] You are aware that the calculation is that one bushel of 
malt will produce two gallons of spirits 1 — That is what the law requires. 

72. Do you consider that that calculation is an accurate one ? — I cannot speak 
of it practically myself, but distillers who have been in the habit of maldng malt 
spirits say that they get a great deal more than the two gallons from the bushel. 

. 0.62. A3 73. Do 
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J. Jameson, Esq. 73* Do not the excise regulations require them to pay the duty upon the defi- 
, - cient malt if there is an excess of spirits beyond the malt ? — If the malt produces 

9 June 184a. more spirits than two gallons, then they are charged under the law for the addi- 

tional quantity of malt that the law supposes has been used in producing the 
additional spirits. 

74. Then the malt distiller, supposing he acts fairly, and produces the quantity 
assumed by law, will have paid but 1^. 2d., or rather more, upon each gallon of 
spirits, in tho shape of malt duty? — One shilling and three-pence halfpenny. 

75. And of that he receives a drawback of 8d. ? — Yes. 

76. Then he has paid a duty of 7\d. upon the malt, which is not returned? 
— Yes. 

77. Then how can it be said that he comes into the market with a premium of 
8d., as compared with the distiller w’ho works from raw grain ? — I do not know 
that 1 can call it a premium ; but I was not instituting any comparison between 
the raw grain distiller and the malt distiller ; the two trades are quite distinct • 
but I object to the principle of the malt drawback altogether, for tho impression 
of the trade is, that a great deal of spiiits that are produced as malt spirits, and 
that obtain the drawback, are, in point of fact, made from a mixtiue of malted 
and unmalted grain. That was brought before the Committee of this House in 
,1831 ; and it was asserted then, and, I suppose, truly asserted, that a great deal 
of the malt intended for distillation was withdrawn, and raw grain substituted in 
its place, and the drawback obtained upon it ; and it is upon that ground that 
we have always considered that extensive frauds were committed mider this 
regulation. 

78. At that time the drawback was 14c?. ? — ^Yes. 

79. Do you conceive that the reduction of the drawback W'ould not have the 
effect of counteracting, to a certain extent, the fraud which was supposed to have 
prevailed in 1831 ? — I cannot speak practically to it myself ; I can only speak to 
what the impression of the trade has been. 

80. Mr. M. O'Ferrall.] You conceive the malt drawback to be injurious t6 
the revenue ? — I imagine so. 

81. Mr. O'ConnelL'] The first resolution of the Committee in 1831 was, “ That it 
is the opinion of this Committee that the present system of allowing a di-awback oh 
malt spirits affords great opportunities for fraud ” ? —That was tho first resolution. 

83. Can you tell the Connnittee what sum of money has been repaid to the 
distillers for malt drawback ? — I have no materials for stating accurately what it 
is ; but in the year 1831, before that same Committee, it was stated by Sir 
Francis Doyle, the then chairman of Excise, that up to that date beyond two 
millions had been paid back to the Scotch in the shape of drawback ; now, there 
has been no return showing the amount since that ; but l^y a computation, which 
I believe is an accurate one, upwards of four millions must have been paid to 
Scotland up to this date from the year 1823. ' 

83. And how much in Ireland ? — Sir Fi’ancis Doylo also stated at that time, 
•that in Ireland 43,000 L had been returned ; now, I should imagine that it is not 
more than doubled siuce that. 

84. Sir G. Clerk.1 Do you know in what pai-t of Ireland the malt spirits 
imported from Scotland are consumed ? — No, I cannot state ; I believe chiefly in 
the north of Ireland ; some come to Dublin, but the chief consumption is in the 
.north of Ireland. 

85- Do you know whether the inhabitants of that part of Ireland give a 
•decided preference to malt sj)irit, as they do in Scotland, or to the raw grain ? 
— ^The better classes drink that spirit, in the north of Ireland, as I undoi’stand. 

86. Then, if the repeal of the drawback were to prevent the manufacture of 
malt spirit in Ireland, and to exclude the importation of Scotch spirits made 
from malt alone, would not persons who give a decided preference to malt spirit 
be induced to purchase from the .smuggler that poteen which is made from malt 
alone ? — I do not think it ; I think that class of consumers would be willing to 
pay the increased price, if an increased price should be demanded. 

87. Mr. O^Connell.] Can you state the comparative quantities' of raw grain 
and of malt spirits brought to charge in the last year ? — By the returns up to the 
10th of October, the consumption had fallen off veiy much indeed in Ireland; 
■there was little more than 6,500,000 of gallons that paid duty for home consump- 
tion; of that-quantifcy, abOut 500,000 gallons were malt spirits. 

88. -Sir 
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88. Sir R. Ferguson.] IIow many gallons of malt spirits had paid duty the 
year before r — Somewhere beyond 500,000 gallons. 

8y. Sir G. Clerk.'] Canyon state how much of that was made in Ireland and how 
much imported ?~Iu the same return, up to the 10 th of October, it appeared 
that about 519,000 gallons of malt spirits were consumed in Ii’eland, of which 
430,000 came from Scotland, and about 70,000 were made in Ireland. 

90. Sir R. Ferguson.] Then there has been no diminution of the consumption 
of malt spirits in Ireland, though there lias been a diminution in the consump- 
tion of raw grain ^ — I believe not. 

91 . Mr. M. O'Fm'all.] That would tend to show that malt spirit is consumed 
by the liigher classes, not by the lower classes, and, therefore, that auy alteration 
of the law with respect to the drawback would not probably tend to produce illicit 
distillation, inasmuch as persons of the higher classes would not he so likely to 
violate the law ? — Yes. 

92. Mr. R. Fej'giison.] Might it not tend to show that malt spirits are con- 
sumed ill the north of Ireland, where the temperance movement has not had the 
same success as in the south ? — It might. 

93. You stated that the Scotch distillers were able to undersell the Irish dis-, 
tillers in their own market ; is that the case at present? — I believe it is ; there is 
very little spirit made from malt in Ireland ; it is chiefly got from Scotland; I 
have been told by some distillers, who make malt spirit, that they often make it 
without getting any drawback ; and that arises from the circumstance that if there 
is any raw grain upon the premises, they cannot enter the premises for making 
malt spirits to obtain the drawback. 

94. You were understood to say that the Scotch were able to undersell the 
Irish in mw gi-ain spirits in their own market ; is that the case at present? — ^They 
have often done it. 

95. Is it the case at present ? — Not so much as formerly. 

96. Is there not an export trade from Ireland to Scotland arising now ? — There 
is a small export trade these last 12 months. 

97. What description of spirits ? — Grain spirits ; at least any that have gone 
from Dublin have been gmin spirits. 

98. Mr. O’Rne^i.'} It apjiears that in the year 1839 there were about a million 
of gallons of spirits exported from Scotland to Ireland ; how do you account for 
their being able to undersell you to that extent in your own market ?~it may 
be difficult to account for it, but the fact is so, that they did send spirits upon 
such terms as we could not produce them in the maiket. 

99. As far as raw spirits were concerned, could it have been by any fraud in 
the drawback 1 — I could not say it was the result of ft’aud, hut the fact is so, that 
I have been often undersold by the Scotch distiller in my own market ; I would 
feel some difficulty in accounting for it ; we have our own suspicions ; but I 
would not wish to bring forward a charge upon the subject ; but there is one 
fact that is very strong, that since the malt drawback was reduced in amount 
the importation of grain spirits has been much smaller than it used to be 
before that. 

100. Was there any possible mode of fraud by which, as regards grain spirits, 
that result could be produced ? — I would not say that there is no possibility ; 
there may he great possibility and even great probability of it ; but I would not 
venture to hazard the assertion that those distillers who have supplied our market 
on those terras have done it in consequence of fraud. 

101. Mr. O'Connell.] But it is not improbable that it was so ? — No, I do not 
think it is at all improbable. 

102. Sir G.-Clei'k.] Are there any circumstances which might render it pos- 
.sible to produce spiiits at a cheaper rate in Scotland than in Ireland ? — I do not 
see that there are. 

103. Will not the difference in the price of fuel have some effect? — ^They have 
an advantage in that respect. 

104. Ml*. O'Connell.] On the other hand, you have cheap labour? — Yes, and 
•generally speaking, cheap com. 

105. Mr. M. O'FerralL] At the period when the Scotch undersold you, was it 
not attributed to the fact that there were many forced sales in Scotland under the 
price at which they had made the spirits, and that they were sold in Ireland for the 
purpose of disguising the fact? — I dare say that might be so; 1 have no know- 

0.62. A 4 ledge 
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ledge of the fact ; many distillers stopped payment in Scotland, and it might 
have arisen from forcing sales to get money. 

106. Mr. Grogan.'] Are you aware of the method in wliich the allowance of 
the malt drawback is made in Scotland ? — That is provided for in the law. 

107. Did you ever distil from malt yourself?-— Never but once. 

108. Have you any objection to state your reasons for discontinuing it ?— 
I could not get the cost of the spirits ; and, farther, the public taste was not in 
favour of it ; I did not try it again ; it was troublesome. 

1 og. It has been stated that one reason why the Irish distillers have not availed 
themselves more than they have done of the malt drawback, is, that under its 
regulations, which are peculiarly stringent, no opportunity for evasion has existed ; 
could that have been your reason? — My impression is, that there is an opix»rtu> 
nity for evasion under the malt duty, and that is one strong reason why I wish for 
a repeal of it ; but I think the question may be fairly asked, at whose application 
it was that the regulation was made so stringent ; it was on the application of 
the Irish distillers that it was done. 

110. Sir T. Hepburn.'] Does the Scotch distiller undersell the Irish at present? 
— I do not know whether he undersells the malt distiller at present, there is so 
little malt spirit made. 

111. Captain You were understood to say that you objected to the 

malt drawback, first on principle, and next on account of abuses wliich might 
arise in consequence of it ; has any abuse arisen in Ireland in consequence of the 
malt drawback 1 — I am quite unable to say that ; there has been very little made, 
for I think what I stated as to the sums paid in Scotland, and the sums paid in 
Ireland, must show that it never came into extensive operation in Ireland. 

112. As far as you know, there is no reason to chai-ge the malt distillers in 
Ireland with having practised abuses ? — I do not make any charge against them at 
all ; my observations are directed against the continuance of a regulation which 
I conceive to be extremely dangerous in practice. 

113. Although you suspect, you do not know that there is reason to charge the 
malt distiller in Ireland with having committed abuses ? — No. 

114. Mr. O’Connell.] Is there any malt distillery in your neighbourhood? — 
There is none within the district where I am. 

115. Mr. M. O’FerralL] You stated that under the existence of the malt 
drawback persons are enabled to produce raw grain spirits under the name of 
malt spirits? — ^Yes, that is the general impression of the trade, that a portion of 
the spirits that come in as malt spirits are made from a mixture of malted and 
unmalted grain. 

116. Mr. O'Connell.] Do you remember Mr. Brown making any experiment 
upon the distillation from malt ? — I know that he did for some time work a small 
distillery fi*om malt. 

117. Are you aware of the fact of his showing the facility with which frauds 
might be committed? — I believe he did; he never explained to me particularly 
how it was, but 1 believe he demonstrated that frauds could be committed with, 
great facility. 

118. Sir (?. Clerk.] By the substitution of raw grain for malt ? — By withdraw- 
ing the malt and putting raw grain in its place. 

119. Sir J 2 . Ferguson.] Had not lie both a raw grain distillery and a malt dis- 
tillery ? — Not in the same place, I believe. 

1 20. Captain Jones.] Do not the Excise at this moment carry the supervision 
of those malt distilleries to a very great extent ; are they not very rigid ?— I am 
not aware that they are more rigid with them than with any others. 

121. Would it be possible in a large distillery to effect a fraud of that sort; 
that is, to withdraw a portion of the malt and to substitute grain t — I cannot 
speak from practical knowledge myself, but I have no doubt it could be done. 

122. Do you think it is fair to charge other gentlemen with having committed, 
or having a desire to commit, a great offence of that sort ? — I do not charge any 
gentleman with it ; I do not make a charge against any one ; but I am satisfied 
that if a distiller were determined to commit a fraud, the law would not prevent 
him ; the regulations are not sufficiently stringent to cut off the possibility of his 
abstracting a certain quantity of malt, and putting raw grain in its place, and 
obtaining a drawback upon spirits so made, as if they were produced from malt 
only. 
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123. But, so far as you tiiow at this moment, although you think it possible 
that abuses may be practised, you have no reason to charge the malt distillers in 
oflhffa™ ® I ™ knowledge 



12+ Mr. Grogm.] Do you conceive, from your experience in this business, 
that It would be possible for any excise officer, in granting the drawback upon 
mait spirit, to be quite certain th<at he did not grant it upon spirit that niio-ht 
have been made from part malt and part raw gi-ain ; could he distinguish the differ- 
ence .—He could not ; I believe it might be done without the officer knowing anv 
thing about it, though I cannot state the ‘modus operandi. 

r 25. Do you think it would be difficult to discover the exact difference between 
the two classes of spirits ?— It would be extremely difficult. 

126. Sir G. Clerk."] You stated that a considerable quantity of raw grain spirits 
had been imported from Scotland into Dublin, and that they were sold at a price 
lower than the Irish distiller could afford to sell at ?— They were. 

1 27. Those Avere spirits upon which the drawback upon malt was not claimed^ 
Yes, gi-ain spirits. 

128. Then, if the raw grain distiller in Scotland can sell spirits in Ireland 
cheaper than the Irish distiller can make them, Avhy should it be supposed that 
the malt gi-ain distiller in Scotland has committed a fraud, if he can sell his malt 
spirit in Ireland cheajier than the malt distiller in Ireland ?— I do not know how 
to give an answer to that question. 

129. lou were understood to say that there was a suspicion that the Excise 
did not exercise the same vigilance or supendsion of the distilleries in Scotland as 
they did in Ireland, and that therefore tliere were greater opportunities of evading 
the law ?— Our impression among the trade in Ireland is, that the excise duty is 
done in Ireland Avitli a degree of severity; that there is a closeness of supervision 
on the part of the Excise in Ireland which does not exist either in England or in 
Scotland ; we think ive have not only a greater number of officers of all ranks, 
but a much greater number of officers of the higher class, over the distilling trade 
in Ireland than over the distilling trade in England or in Scotland ; we do not 
quan*el with that at all ; we have wished to have a very close scrutiny of the Excise. 

130. Mr. O'Erieni] With respect to raw gi-ain spirits imported from Scotland 
to Ireland, is the duty paid on them in Scotland or in Ireland ?— The .spirits are 
transmitted from Scotland to Ireland under bond for payment of the duty, which 
is paid when they are taken out of the warehouse to go into consumption. 

131. Tiieu how can any fraud upon the revenue arise with regard to raw grain 
spirits imported from Scotland into Ireland? — I should conceive that no fraud 
arises in the stores of the revenue; I believe ail is fair in the gauging and ascer- 
taining the strength of the spirits ; the spirits come over in casks, in which the 
quantity and the strength are perfectly ascertained. 

132. Sir (j. CVer^.] Arc the Committee to imdei-stand that your only reason 
for supposing that there are opportunities of evasion of the l<aw in Scotland which 
do not exist in Ireland is, that the Scotch spirits have been sold at a lower price 
in Dublin than the fair trader in Ireland could afford to sell his spirits at ?~lt 
would be wrong for me to say that all spirits coming from Scotland which are sold 
cheaper than ours, are sold at that price in consequence of fraud on the part of the 
maker ; there may be many circumstances to induce the trader to sell cheap Avhen. 
he is doing it at a loss. 

133 ' there any other circumstance that induced you to form the opinion that '■ 
there was an evasion of the law in Scotland, -except that the spirits were sold at a 
lower price in Ireland than tlie Irish distillers could afford to sell at?— The dis- 
tillers in Ireland ai-e apt to draw the conclusion that in some way or other distillers 
who sell a great deal cheaper than themselves have an advantage in the duty. 

134. Some illegal advantage? — Yes. 

1 35 - Sir li. Ferguson^ At the present time, are the Scotch underselling the Irish 
in raw gi-ain spirits ? — Not much, at present ; there is very little coming now. 

136. Does not the trade seem taking the course now of your exporting raw 
gi-ain spirits to Scotland, and Scotland sending your malt spirits ? — There has been 
a small export of grain spirits from Ireland to Scotland during the last 12 months, 
which did not exist before, but it is not at all equal to the quantity which Scot- 
land sends to Ireland, even of grain spirits. 

137 - Mr. Ke 7 nble^ You do not mean to say, that, as a constant regular thing, 
you are undersold by the Scotch in your ow’n market?— We have been almost 
invariably undersold up to this time. 

0-62. B 138. Sir 
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138. Sir T. Hephurn."] You do not suppose that the Scotch distUlcv can afford 
constantly to sell his spirits at a loss ? — He must fiiid the trade profitable in some 
^vay or other, or ho -would not continue it. 

1 39. Sir G. C/er/c.] What is the difference in the price of coals between Dublin 
and the neighbourhood of Glasgow?— They certainly have the advantage over us 
there-; we have the additional expense of transport. 

1 40. Does the expense of fuel constitute a lai-ge proportion of the total exjiense 
of the ]iroduction of spirits ? — It constitutes a considerable proportion of the 
expense of production. 

141. How much per cent, r — I dare say the Cost of fuel in Ireland amounts to 
about one-third of the total expense of manufacture. 

142. Can you state what is the difference in the price of fuel between Dublin 
and the neighhourhood of Glasgow?— It varies with the freight, which generally 
is, I think, from about 7 s. (dd. to Qs. Qd. a ton between Glasgow and Dublin. 

143. That is equal to the prime cost of the coal?— Yes, it is about the prime 
cost of the coal. 

144. Therefore tho price of coal at Glasgow is about one-lialf what it is in 
Dublin? — Yes, I should say it is 50 per cent, cheaper. 

145. Mi\ O'CannelL] In speaking of the price of coal, do you confine it to 
Dublin, or do you a]>ply it to all*Irelaiid ? — I am talking of Dublin. 

145. Sir G. Ckrki Therefore, while the price of coal in Dublin constitutes 
one-third of the total expense of manufacturing spirits, it will not exceed one-sixth 
the price of manufacturing spirits in Scotland ? — It must be a great deal cheaper 
in Scotland, no doubt. 

147. Mr. Grogan.] Do you know the difference in tho 2>nco of corn which 
they use in distilling in Ireland ?— No, I ca-nuot say. 

14S. Are you able to say wlietlier the difference in the price of corn, and of 
labour also, would countervail tliat difference in the cost of coal arising from the 
freight ? — In my judgment it ought to countervail any advantage in the cheapness 
of fuel that the Scotch have. 

149. Sir G. Clerk.] Can you state that the jn'ice either of grain or of labour 
in Dublin is 50 per cent, lower than it is in the neighbourhood of Glasgow r — 
No, it is not any thing approaching to 50 per cent. ; I do not know exactly wliat 
the price of labour in Scotland is ; I do not know that the wages at Glasgow are 
much higher than in Dublin. 

150. What are your wages in Dublin? — They vaiy from IO5. to 125 . a week. 

151. Mr. M. G’Fen'all.'] Are you aware that there are collieries in Ireland where 
coal may he had at from 05 . to 75. a ton ? — I do not know. 

152. Do you know the j^rice at Dungannon ? — No. 

153. Mr. Grogan.] Is there any distinction in the manner in which the business 
is carried on in the two countiies with regard to the capital cmjdoyed ; are the 
capitals in Ireland equal to those in Scotland, or larger ? — I should think the 
capitals in Ireland are larger than in Scotland ; there are an immense number of 
distillers in Scotland, not much short of 300 , and many of them upon a small 
scale, and in remote parts of the country. 

1 54. Would that circumstance tend to enable yon to produce s]>irits at a cheaper 
rate than the Scotch ? — Capital enables a man to enter the market with advantage, 
and he ought to produce his spirits cheaper -when he is able to hold or to sell, or 
to purchase at a favom-able moment. 

155. Mr. Jlf. O’FeiTall.'] You said that excise officers of the higher class were 
not so much employed in Scotland as in Ireland, and you have stated that the 
distilleries in Scotland are, some of them, in remote districts ; do you think those 
circumstances have tended to imoduce more fraud in Scotland than in Ireland, and, 
tlierefore, have given an advantage to the Scotch distiller when he exports to 
Ireland? — I should be inclined to think so, that where there is not the same 
supen-ision of the Excise, and the law affords tho means of evasion, that evasion 
would be i)ractised. 

1.56. Do you attribute their power of underselling the Irish distiller in his 
own market to those circumstances? — I do not know' tljat I should ascribe it 
entirely to that, because I believe the great competition in Scotland is on the 
part of the distillers, who have large premises and large capital. 

i.o7. Sir T. Hepburn.] Do you know what proportion of the spirits made in 
Scotland are made from malt ?— Scotland makes about eight inilHons of gallons in. 
a year, and upwards of six millions are from malt.- 

158. Mr. 
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158. Mr. O'Conndl.'] The drawback is paid in Scotland as soon as the spirits J. Jameson, Esq. 
ai'c made ? — Yes. 

iqp. And the distiller does not pay the duty till it is taken out of bond? — No. 9 June 1842. 

160. lie has the use of that 8d. a gallon during the interval, as making part 
of his capital ? — 1 believe so ; 1 believe he gets the drawback as soon as the 
officer’s voucher is sent in. 

161. Sir IL Fd'guson.'] You were understood to state that you considered that 
the Scotch must have an advantage over the Irish in the manufacture of raw grain 
spirits ? — Bo fiir as the price of fuel went. 

l(i2. You stated tliat you conceived that they had an advantage in respect of 
the manner in which the law is carried out?--l mentioned that I understand, and 
it is tiio im]>rossion of the trade in Ireland, that there is not the same degree of 
supervision on the part of the Excise in Scotland as in Ireland. 

163. Do you conceive that they have an advantage as regards the malt draw- 
jjack? — I conceive they liave always had an advantage in the malt drawback. 

1G4. Will that advantage bo still continued if the malt drawback be continued 
in Scotland, even tliougU it be withdrawn in Ireland ?— They will have the advan- 
tage of it in their own market. 

1G5. Mr. 0'Co7mdL] That you are content that they should have? — Yes; since 
it is understood that the making of malt spirits is necessary in Scotland to prevent 
illicit distillation, we say, “ Let the Scotch make malt spirits for their own consump- 
tion, but do not let them send any of it to us, and they will have the malt draw- 
back in their own country;” to that we do not object. 

16G. Sir R. Fe7-gusonf] Do you know any thing of the illicit distillation in the 
north of Ireland, how far the prohibiting of the Scotch malt spirits in the north of 
Ireland would tend to encourage illicit distillation? — I have no hesitation in say- 
ing that I do not believe the withdrawal of the Scotch malt spirits from Ireland 
would have any effect whatever in restoring illicit distillation there. 

167. Do you know any thing about the trade as regards the north of Ireland ; 
have you been in the habit of sending spirits there ? — Not much. 

168. Mr. O’Brien.'] Are you aware whether the effect of reducing the draw- 
back partially was in Scotland, rather to increase the number of bushels of malt 
brou<J-ht to charge, than to diminish it ?— It certainly did not diminish the quan- 
tity of malt spirits made in Scotland ; I believe the returns will show that since 
the drawback was reduced from 14 d. to 8 d., there has been no diminution in 
the quantity of malt spirits made and consumed in Scotland. 

i6o Have you seen a return dated the 2 d of June 1840 , by which it appears 
that durino- the existence of the former drawback of 14 ^/., the maximum number 
of bushels” of maJt brought to charge in Scotland was 3 , 944 , 406 , and that m 
the year 1836 , after the reduction of the drawback to 8 d., there was not less 
than 4 , 730,449 bushels brought to charge, thereby tending to show that the reduc- 
tion of the drawback did not diminish the number of bushels of malt brought to 
charge ’ — I think we must draw that inference from it. 

170 Captain Jones.] You are understood to say that the trade of Ireland are 
imm-cssed with the belief that, but for the drawback, Scotch spirits would not be 
sent to Ireland ?— We believe that a great deal more has come in consequence of 



the drawback than would otherwise have come. 

171. Do you suppose that the repeal of the drawback m Ireland wiU have the 

effect of preventing Scotch spirits being sent to Ireland?— I think it is very 
doubtful wbether it will have that effect. • , t* -n 

172. The trade in the two countries will not be on the same looting? It wiii 
not be oil the same footing, certainly. 

17!1. By the proposed law the Scotch distiller will have a certain idvanta o 
which the Irish distiller will not possess ?-IIe will; in his own market he will 



bo able to produce malt spirits cheaper. ^ 

174. Chairman:] When you say that the trade would not he on the same fMt- _ 

ing, the drawback being repealed, do you mean that to apply to *« ^* * ““ , 

— Kviien this rcgulatioa ceases to exist in Ireland I could not say that the trade ill 
ho placed on the same footing, because it isnot under the same regulations ; it was 

in that sense that I answered the question. . ^ ^ , 

175. The drawback being repaid by the Scotch distiller previously to his export 
of spirits to the Irish market, he cannot from that source have any advajltage ovei 
the Irish distiller ;-If the law stands as it is now proposed, he must repay liis 



drawback. 

0,63. 
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176. Then in tliat case, in the Irish market, ho will have no advantage from 

that source over the Irish distiller? — I should say so. ° 

177. But in the colonial market, or in the Scotch maiket, he will have an 
advantage r — Certainly. 

1 78. Captain Jones.'] Do you suppose that the trade between the two countries 
now will be placed on the same footing ? — They ai*e now under the same regu- 
lations ; in that sense they are on the same footing. 

179. Will not the malt distiller under those regulations have gi*eat advantages 
over the grain distiller?— He will produce his spirits for the Scotch market more 
favourably, in so far as he gets a drawback ujjon tiiem ; that advantage which he 
now has will continue, as far as relates to Scotland. 

1 80. Supposing the Scotch malt distiller to send his spirits over to Ireland, what 
advantage does he possess over the Irish malt distiller ? — I do not see that he has 
any advantage if he repays the drawback. 

181. Do you know when he receives the drawback ? — I believe he gets credit for 
liis drawback up6n the officer’s voucher, at the end of the distillation, 

182. Do you know that immediately he -warehouses his malt spirits he receives 
the drawback ? — I believe so. 

1 83. Then, at all events, during the time that the s])irits remain in the ware- 
house, the Scotch malt distiller has nothing to pay to the Government ? No. 

1 84. And in the meantime he has the use of his Sd. a gallon drawback ?— I can- 
not speak from practical knowledge of it ; but I believe that is the way in which 
the charge is made. 

185. Then in so far the Scotch malt distiller will continue to possess an ad- 
vantage over the Irish malt distiller ? — In so far as he gets a return of the malt diity. 

1 86. This has reference to the home trade entirely ?— It has. 

187. You were underatood to state that the article of fuel might be one-tliird 
the cost of production ; can you state what proportion the cost of the manufac- 
ture bears to the price of the manufactured article ; supposing each gallon of spirits 
in the market to sell at 6 s., what portion of that 6 s. may bo attributed to the 
expense of manufacture?— It is impossible for me to answer that question Nvithout 
looking at the price of grain ; generally speaking, the price of coals and wages, 
and every thing relative to the manufacture itself, is about the same ; but it is clear 
tbat-the cost of production of the ai*tide must vary with the price of the raw 
material, and that is constantly varying. 

188. Can you give us any average ; you have stated that the cost of coals is 
about one-third of the cost of production ; Ctin you give us any average as to "W'hat 
may be the amount of the cost of manufacture as compared with the whole cost of 
the article ? — I should almost be inclined to say it might bear tho proportion of 25 
or 30 per cent, to tbe whole cost of the article. 

j 89. Then the ai’ticle of fuel is 10 per cent, upon the entire cost of each gallon 
of spirits ? — Not so much as 10 per cent, upon the actual cost ; it is a question that 
is very difficult to answer. 

190. Chahvnan.] Would not the price of coal depend very greatly upon the 
cost of freight ? — Unquestionably ; if the freight is high, coals are dear. 

191. Mr. O'Connell.] Do you get coals from Liverpool ? — No, all from Scotland. 

192. Chairman.] Supposing the price of coals in Dublin was 14 a ton, do you 
think 2 id. would be a fair proportion of that cost to place on a gallon of spirits ? 
—I think it would stand more than 2 ^ d. at 14 s. a ton j it would be nearer Zd. a 
gallon, 25 per cent, over proof. 

193- Mr. 0 '£rien.] Then the advantage which the Scotch possess in having 
greater access to coal would be measured at the maximum by lAd. a gallon? — 
Perhaps thereabouts. 

1 94. That would bo the sole advantage arising from the superior cheapness of 
fuel ? — I think it would not exceed that. 

T 95 - Are there many cases in which, as in the case of a large distillery in 
Limerick, turf is extensively cmjdoyed ? — I have never seen tuif employed 
as fuel. 

19^- not aware whether that is cheaper than coal? — I am not aware 

that it is cheaper. 

J97. CKa'uvnan.] Is it not dearer? — I have not heard; I have never seen 
It used. 

^ 198. Captain You. say that there are a small number of malt distillers 

in Ireland? — A very small number. 

1 99. You 
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’99- You staMt hat the reason was, that there was not a very larae consumn- 
bon of malt spmts m Ireland, and that therefore it was not worth while tolSul 
malt spirits . The proportion of malt spirits consumed is very small with reference 
to the whole quantity ; it seems to me never to get much beyond 500,000 while 
in one y^r 1 2.000,000 of gallons have been brought to charge. 

^ 200. You know the regulations now under which distilleries from malt are car- 
ried on ; do you know whether there are any difficulties in the way of the trade 
if a persoii wishes to turn from a grain distiller to a malt distiller?— I have been 
told by distillers who have done so, that it is extremely troublesome; and uiiou 
some occasions they have rather made a little malt spirits, without ckimiim the 

drawback, than comply with that part of the law which requires that the rtores 
sha,ll be completely emptied of raw grain ; and I have been told by distillers that 
if the drawback were altogether repealed they would make more malt spirits than 
they do now. ^ 



201. Independently of being required to have your premises perfectly clear of 
raw grain, are you not prohibited from distilling from malt unless five days inter- 
vene between the raw grain distillation and the malt distillation ?— I believe they 
must distil some certain time from grain, and then they may give notice to com- 
mence distilling from malt ; but before they can distil from malt, for the drawback 
they must haye no grain upon the premises. They have found that inconvenient 
111 making a small quantity of malt spirits for the drawback, aud that has induced 
them to forego applying for the drawback altogether. 

202. Is it not the rule that tliere must be a week between turninc fi’om grain 

and distilling from malt?— I believe that is the rule. ° 

203. You .say that the permission to distil from malt, and the malt drawback 
has had no effect in Ireland in checking illicit distillation ?— 1 think it has not. ’ 

204. You say also that though the consumption of raw grain spirits has fallen 

off in Ireland, yet the consumption of malt spirits continues as large as it was ^ 

So I believe. ° 



205. You have said that the consumption of malt spirits, of illicit spirits, is 

ve^ much confined to the higher orders?— I spoke of malt spirits, not of illicit 
spirits ; I do not hear any thing of illicit spirits now ; I believe that the quantity 
of malt spirits that we see set forth in the returns, is the quantity of malt spirits 
consumed in Ireland. ^ 

206. As the consumption of malt spirits has not fallen off in Ireland, would not 
that rather tend to show that there was a determination on the part of the Irish 
people to consume malt spirits ?— I would infer that the number of consunjers of 
malt spirits has not diminished, whilst the number of consumers of grain sphits 
lias diminished very much ; we do not see any large increase in the consumption 
of malt spirits, but wc see that it has not fallen off in consequence of the temiier- 
ance movement. 

207. Under such regulations as should prevent the legal distiller from making 
malt-whiskey, is it too much to infer that the illicit distiller will also commence 
his trade again?— I cannot think that the mere want of malt whiskey would set 
the illicit trader to work. 

208. Where is the supply of malt spirits to come from ?— I think the class of 
consumers of malt spirits never had much to do with the illicit distiller. The con- 
sumption of illicit spirits was confined to a different class ; when they could not 
get it from us sufficiently cheap, they took spirits made by illicit distillation. 

209. Mr. Grogan^ You said that, in the event of the drawback being taken 
away, it is probable that a greater amount of malt spirits might be distilled even 
by the raw grain distillers than is done now?— Some distillers have told me so; 
that if there was no drawback at all, they would make more malt spirits than they 
do at present, on account of the trouble and difficultyof having the stores entirely 
emptied of grain previously to entering them for the malt drawback. 

2 1 0. Mr. M. O’ Fe.rrall.'] And being obliged to continue to distil from malt 
during a month ? — I was not aware of that part of the regulation. 

211. Chairman.'] You stated, that it ivas your impression that the malt made 
by the illicit distiller was very imperfectly made ? — Yes. 

212. Then the more imperfect such malt is, the nearer it approaches to raw 
grain spirits ?— Surely. 

213. Would you not infer fi'om that, that the licensed distiller can, with a 
small mixture of malt with-his raw grain, make'as good a spirit as the illicit dis- 
tiller from his imperfectly malted grain ?— 1 think he can. 

0.62. B3 214. Tlien, 
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214. Then, pro tanto, the repeal of the malt dra-whack -woiiia not put the 
licensed distiller in so bad a position as has been assumed ?— I do not think it 
■would put him in any worse position with reference to the illicit trade, if it should 
arise. 

215. Sir H. Fej'fjuson.] Does your answer refer to the malt distiller, or to the 
raw grain distiller ? — To both, in so far as the illicit trade is concerned. 

216. Do you consider that the malt distiller will not be put in a worse position 
as regai-ds tbe illicit trade; will he not have an additional duty to pay?~-He 
would not produce his spirit as cheaply altogether as he does at this moment. 

217. Will not the illicit distiller have an advantage of Sd.n gallon over him, 
beyond what ho has now ? — The malt distiller will not obtain tlie drawback that 
he now obtains ; but I hardly think that in the production of Sj>irits from grain 
it will place iiim in a much worse position with respect to the illicit distiller than 
lie is in at this moment ; I think the illicit trade has sprang up altogether irre- 
spectively of the quantity of spirits produced by the legal distiller from the grain 
he uses. 

218. Mr. M. O'FerralL'] Is it not generally admitted that the malt used by the 
illicit distiller is very imperfect, and that he cannot derive from the same quantity, 
of malt the same quantity of spirits as the legal (fistiller ? — Yes. 

219. Tliei-efore the legal distiller lias an advantage, and can sell, pro tanto, cheaper 
than the illicit distiller? — Unquestionably. 

220. So that the only advantage the illicit distiller has, is the evasion of the 
duty ? — Ye.s. 

2 '2 1. Captain Jones.] What proportion does the duty bear to the cost of manu- 
factui’e and of the raw material? — The cheaper the raw material, the better for 
the illegal distiller. 

2-22. R. Fergiiso 7 i.] Can you state what proportion the duty bore to the 
price at which you sold whiskey last year?— It was much higher than the price 
at which the spirits were sold ; the duty we paid last year was 2 j. Sfl'.agallon. 

223. What were you selling the sjurits at?— Always cheaper than 2 ^. 8</.; 
we did not get 2 s. 8 rf. for our spirits last year ; when I speak of the duty being 
2 s. 8 d., the duty is charged at 2s. 8 ( 1 . upon the proof gallon, but the spirits were 
sold at 2 s. 8 d., 25 per cent, over proof. 

224. What was the duty upon the gallon which you sold at 2 ^. Sd.: — Three 
shillings and four-pence. 

225. Mr. O'Brien.] Can you state whether the impression of the existence of 
frauds, which you say is so general amongst the Irish distillers, is shared by any 
portion of the Scotch distillers, with reference to the malt drawback ? — I under- 
stand that the opinion does prevail amongst many of the Scotch distillers. 

2 26. And that the honest distiller suffers in competition with the fraudulent 
distiller ? — I have heard the Scotch make that assertion. 

227. Mr. M. O’Ftrrali] Are not the distillers of raw grain in Scotland as anxious 
for the abolition of the malt drawback as you are in Ireland ? — Many of them 
are ; and I understand some of the malt distillers too. 

228. Sir. R. Ferguson.] What reason have you for saying so ? — I heard it re- 
ported at different times, and I have no doubt of the fact. 

229. Mr. Grogan.] You stated that, in 1823 , the law as between the two 
countries was assimilated, and that illicit distillation has totally disappeared since 
that period? — Yes, owing to the reduction of duty, which enabled the legal 
distiller to bring cheap spirits into the market. 

230. From your knowledge of the spirit trade in this country, do you imagine 
that the withdrawal of the drawback at present ivould be likely to originate that 
illicit trade again ? — Not at all. 

231. You are aware of the changes that have taken place in the parts of the 
country where this illicit trade was carried on by the opening of the country by 
roads, and other circumstances of that kind? — Yes ; and there is a very efficient 
revenue police now. 

George Pape, Esq., called in ; and Examined. 

232. Chahman.] ARE you employed under the Excise ? — I am collector of 
the Excise in Dublin. 

233. How long have you been in tbe service? — I have been in the service 

nearly 40 years, altogether. _ -i -n W 

234. You are perfectly acquainted •with the different regulations Pr® y 
generally. 

• 235 - Are 
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, 235. Arc yon aeqiiaiiitca with the iiortli of Ireland ?— No, I am not, except George Pa-pe,1%<3^. 

from report ; my station is in Dublin, but I of course hear a great deal of con- — — 

vei-sation regarding what is going on in all parts of Ireland on subjects connected 9 1842. 

with the revenue. 

236. Your attention has been drawn to the recent change in the law with 
regard to the repeal of the malt drawback in Ireland 1 — It has. 

237. Have yon turaed your attention to the cfTects which may be supposed to 
follow from that change ? — 1 have. 

238. Will you state to the Committee whether you think that, upon the whole, 
that change will jirovo advantageous or disadvantageous to the revenue, as aflect- 
ing illicit distillation, and also as affecting the trade generally ? — From the best 
information 1 have been able to collect since the subject was discussed, having- 
made it my business to inquire of every jiorson that I thought likely to commu- 
nicate any thing upon it, 1 have come to the conclusion that the malt drawback 
being repcialed in Ireland would not affect the interests of the revenue, so as to 
operate as an incentive to illicit distillation; and it is based chiefly upon this 
consideration, that illicit distillation consists of malt spirits; malt spirits are made 
in very limited quantities in Ireland ; there is a considerable quantity imj>ortcd 
from Scotland, but I apprehend it does not amount to onc-fifteontli of tlic con- 
sumption of the country; anotlier reason why i have concluded that illicit dis- 
tillation will not interfere much with the interests of the trade or of the revenue, 
is the aiTangemonts made for keeping it down by the revenue police ; it has 
never latterly come to my knowledge that illicit spirits have been introduced 
in any quantity to interfere with the trade ; there have been illicit spirits 
going about the north of Irclan<l, but in such limited quantities as not to 
derange the trade at all ; I am satisfied tliat at all times there will be illicit sjurits 
in Ireland and in Scotland too ; but wlien we can keep it in the condition it is 
now ill with regard to its effect upon trade, we think we have effected all that is 
required to be done, so far as the revenue is concerned ; and under all those cir- 
cumstances, I am decidedly of opinion that the repeal of tlie mult drawback would 
not give such a stimulus to illicit distillation as would disqualify the revenue from 
keeping it subdued. 

239. Ill short, you have no doubt tliat the Excise would he able to keep illicit 
distillation, to say the least, within its present limits r — Tliat is my impression. 

240. Arc the })recautions which have been adopted abundantly sufficient for 
that purpose ? — 1 think so. 

241. R. Ferguson!] What are those precautions, and what additional pre- 
cautions has the Excise the power of adopting ?— The additional precautions are 
the power which 1 understand Colonel Brercton has to increase the means he has 
under his control, and to enlarge the establishment as ho may see fit ; but I 
believe be has not found it necessary to do so yet. 

242. From whom have you made your inquiries, and from whom do you derive 
your information ? — From dit^illers in Dublin and people in the spirit trade in 
Dublin ; and, as regards the question of revenue, from gentlemen connected with 
tlio revenue department. 

243. Have yon obtained any information with regard to the north of Ireland, 
in which the greatest consumption of malt spirits is ? — Yes, from the spirit trade in 
Dublin, many of whom have connexions in the north of Ireland, and, of coui-se, 
it was particularly to that quarter, with reference to illicit distillation, that my 
inquiries were directed, and that the remarks were applied. 

244.. And the inforaiation given to you was that there was no increase of illicit 
distillation ? — I was generally given to understand that there was an intention 
expressed to resume illicit distillation in some remote districts of Donegal, Cole- 
raine and Londonderry. 

245. Have you seen a reton of the quantity of spirits seized lately ?— No. 

246. Yon have stated that the consumption of malt spirits was about one- 
fifteenth of the mitire consumption of Ireland; was not it one-twelfth last year? 

— It was about 600,000 gallons, and 1 think we had, in the whole, more than 
0,000,000 gallons paid duty upon. 

247. Mr. O'Brien.] Wlien you say you do not expect any increase of illicit 
distillation in consequence of the repeal of the malt drawback, does your opinion 
limit itself simply to the operation of the drawback, or has it in view also the 
imposition of Is. additional duty?— I combine the two together; the shilling 
operates upon the duty at once, tlie other indirectly ; hut that, in fact, becomes 

0.62. B 4 an 
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an addition to the amount of duty chargeable upon the spirits which go into con- 
sumption. 

248. Then your opinion is, that the addition of Is. duty will not tend to 
increase the manufacture of illicit spirits? — I think not; the revenue derived 
from the Is. duty will be chiefly from the grain spirits ; it is the malt spirits that 
come into competition with the illicit spirits, not the grain spirits. 

249. Mr. G^'ogan.'] Will the effect of raising the duty 1^., and doing away 
with the malt drawback in Ireland, be to raise the price of spirits to that amount 
so as to hold out a bonus to the illicit distiller equal to what it was in 1823 ?— No • 
to make it equal to that it must be raised to 5 ^, 6 d. 

250. Sir R. Ferguson.'] What was the duty raised to in 1830 ? — ^Three shillino's 

and four-pence. “ 

251. The illicit distillation became so great under that duty that they were 
obliged to reduce it again r— There was a diversity of opinion upon that subject; 
the authorities decided that it was so ; but I w’as never of opinion that illicit distil- 
lation had produced that effect, though I admit that the information I got showed 
that there was a stimulus given to it. 

252. Mr. O'Bnen.] How do you account for not less than 2 , 000,000 of gallons 

additional being brought to cliai-ge upon the reduction of the duty in 1834 ? The 

price operates upon the consumption of a commodity, and when it is increased in 
price, the consumption is lessened, of course ; many people would be disposed to 
drink whiskey who would not be willing to give above a certain price for it ; I 
think all that difference cannot be assumed as being substituted by illicit spirits, 
though it is an argument I have heard used many times. 

253* Chairma?}.] Do you state that the malt whiskey is the only whiskey that 
meets the illicit whiskey in the market? — Yes; the illicit spirit is made from 
malted grain, which malt is dried with peat, and it is that which gives it the pecu- 
liar poteen flavoui- ; and the malt spirit likewise m<ade by the licensed distiller is 
made fi-om malt dried Avith turf or peat also ; hence it comes to resemble the flavour 
of the poteen. 

254. Tiien it is your opinion that it is not the quality of the spirit, but the 
peculiar flavour M-hich is given to it by the turf, Avhicli accounts for the preference 
it has in the market ? — It is an excellent spirit, but it is the peculiar flavour that 
the turf gives it that gives the tone to the taste of the people that prefer it ; 
I have not, however, tasted much poteen ; but, as compared with the other descrip- 
tion of legally-distilled s])irit, I think the malt-made sj>irit that is made to drive 
the poteen out of the market is an excellent spirit ; 1 do not say so much as to the 
poteen ; I think it is not. 

255. Chairman.] Has there not been a great improvement in the quality of the 
Parliament whiskey in Ireland? — There has been a very great improvement indeed, 
both in the grain spfrit and in the malt-made spirit. 

256. Mr. O'Connell.] If there be an improvement in the grain spirit, it of 
course competes better with tlie poteen in the market ? — Yes ; but when I speak 
of competing, 1 mean competing in taste ; a person who is accustomed to drink 
poteen Avhiskey wants something of the same flavour, and he takes the malt 
whiskey because it resembles that class of spirit that he has been accustomed to 
drink ; and it is in that sense that the malt spirit competes Avith the illicit. 

2.57. Mr. O'Brien.] In speaking of the population of the soutli of Ireland, 
AA ould you not say that the raw grain spirit produced in the regular manner would 
be preferred by the population to the illicit sjnrit, provided it Avere cheaper? — I 
think it might under those circumstances be so, but that grain spirits are not 
cheaper in fact. 

258. Does not the legal raw grain spirit undersell the illicit distiller ?— I have 
nCA’er understood that to be the case ; I knOAv that raw grain spirits are preferred 
to illicit spirits, but that is after being kept some years. 

259. Mr. O’Connell.] You are aAvare that there is no malt spirit made in the 
south of Ireland? — No. 

260. Nor in Connaught ? — No, nor in Leinster; it is confined to the north 
altogether. 

261. Chairman^ Are there any particular classes Avho have a gi*eater predilec- 
tion for poteen AA'hiskey than othei-s ? — I have been told that there are ; I imder- 
stand that the gentry in Connaught, and in the west of Ireland and in the north 
of Ireland, are frequently found to have a predilection for it. 

202. As regards the mass of the community, does not the Avhiskey made pai-tly 

from 
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from malt and partly from gi‘ain suit their palate ? — That is evident from the extra- George Pape, Esq. 
ordinary quantity consumed of it ; it is 14-15ths of the consumption. 

263. Then it cannot be said that the taste for this smuggled whiskey is univer- 9 June 1842, 
sal in Ireland ? — Certainly not ; but in those districts where illicit distillation is 

said to have prevailed, most of the inhabitants generally have a taste for it. 

264. Then you think the apprehension of illicit distillation is confined to par- 
ticular localities?— I think it is confined to paiticular localities. 

265. Mr. Ke) 7 i&k.'] The principal thing which competes with this illicit distilla- 
tion is the spirit distilled from malt ? — Yes. 

266. Do you think tlie withdrawal of the malt drawback wUl tend to diminish 
the consumption of legal spirits ? — 1 have stated that I think it will not. 



Martis, 14® die Junii, 1842. 



MEMBERS present: 



Sir Robert Ferguson. 

Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. More O’Ferrall. 

Captain Jones. 

Sir Thomas Hepburn. 

JOHN YOUNG, 



j Mr. O’Connell. 

Mr. Kemble. 

j Mr. W. S. O’Brien. 

Mr. Grogan. 

I Sir George Clerk. 

Es(i., IN THE Chair. 



GeoQ'ge Pape, Esq., further Examined, as follows : 

267. Mr. M. O’Ferrall.'] IN the discharge of your duty, as a revenue officer, you George Pape, 'Esq. 

have been acquainted with the working of the malt drawback, both in Ireland and ' 

in Scotland ? — I never practically surveyed it in Scotland ; I acted as secretary to '+ 
the boai’d there at tlie time the malt drawback was first granted, in the year 1823, 
about seven years. 

268. What was the working at the malt drawback at that time; did it tend to 
fraud in any way? — I cannot charge my recollection as to any frauds being de- 
tected, but I believe it was the general impression that there were frauds com- 
mitted ; and at the commencement, I believe, there was considerable fraud, in 
consequence of the imperfection of the regulations. 

269. Are you of opinion that the allowance of the malt drawback facilitates 
frauds upon the revenue ? — It enables the distiller to commit frauds upon the 
malt, but not upon the spirits. 

270. it enables him to commit frauds by getting the drawback, and substi- 
tuting raw grain in the place of the malt? — Yes. 

271. Have any regulations been adopted recently which have prevented that? 

— No ; the last regulations were after the Committee sat in 1832, and they have 
been considered as carrying the precautions as far as we can cany them ; 1 do 
not think there can be any thing further done to prevent fraud. 

272. Do you think that the present regulations are so perfect, that no fraud 
can now be committed? — I think that no regulations can meet the ingenuity of 
men who are disposed to commit fraud by substituting raw grain for malt ; be- 
cause malt is so bulky a substance, the officer cannot he constantly superintending 
the operations it has to go through ; in grinding, for instance, where it may be mixed 
very largely; I understand that, from a sample, no practical man can say whether 
there has any portion of raw grain been ground with it, or whether it is all malt. 

273. Do you think the total abolition of the malt drawback would be bene- 
ficial to the revenue ? — I think it would. 

274. You apply that generally ? — ^Yes. 

275. What effect had the reduction of the drawback upon illicit distillation; 
did it tend to promote it ? — It did not. 

276. And therefore you consider its total abolition would be beneficial to the 
revenue?— —I think it would; and I think we should have veiy little to apprehend 
from its giving a stimulus to illicit distillation ; that is my honest opinion upon 
the subject, 

277. That has been your opinion for some time?— It has. 

27L Founded upon your experience when secretary in Scotland? — That and 
subsequent experience. 

0,62. C 279. Captmn 
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Gtorge Pape, Esq. 279. Captain Joiiesi] Have you looked at tlie return of malt brouglit to charge 

during the period to whicli you have just referred ? — No, I have not. 

14 June 1842. 280. Do you know generally whether there has been an increase or a decrease 

in the amount of malt brought to charge ? — An increase. 

281. Has the revenue from spirits diminished or increased dm'ing that time?-- 
I think it has increased rather. 

282. Has the increase in Scotland been considerable? — It has, at least to the 
best of my recollection ; the quantity in 1835 or 1836 was about 5 , 000,000 of 

Robert Haig, Esq. gallons ; 1 think it is now a little more than 6 , 000 , 000 . 



Robert Haig, Esq., called in ; and Examined, as follows : 

283. Chairman^ ARE you a distiller, in Ireland ? — lam. 

284. In what part? — In Dundallc. 

285. How long have you been engaged in that business? — I have been there 
about nine years. 

286. Do you distil entirely from raw grain or partly from grain, and occasionally 
from malt ? — Partly from grain and occasionally from malt. 

287. From pure malt? — From pure malt. 

288. Have your premises ever been specially entered for pure malt? — Not 
specially entered ; but we comply with the malt drawback regulations when we 
make malt spirits occasionally ; when we are in a situation to obtain the malt 
drawback, that is when we have no raw grain remaining on the premises, we then 
give notice to the Excise that we intend working for the drawback. 

289. And you avail yom'selves of the drawback? — Yes. 

290. To what extent as compared with your whole manufact'ui'c ? — Not to any 
great extent j our principal trade is in grain spirits. 

291. You are aware of the recent change of the law in the repeal of the malt 
drawback in Ireland, and that a remonstrance has been made against the change ? 
— I am. 

292. Will you state your opinion as to its effect upon the trade? — Speaking 
for myself, and I believe my case is similar to that of a great many others in 
the trade, we think it would he much to oui* advantage that the malt drawback 
should he repealed, because we very often do malce malt spirits without ohlaining 
the drawback upon them ; because, having raw grain upon the premises, we are 
not allowed to work for the drawback unless we remove this raw grain out 
of OUT' premises altogether, which would be attended with so much inconvenience 
and expense, that we have rather chosen to make the malt spirits without obtain- 
ing the drawback at all. 

293. Sir G. Clei'k.'] Are you of opinion that the regulations imposed upon the 
distiller, who enters his premises for distillation from malt, are so severe as to check 
the use of malt in distillation in Ireland ? — Not at all. 

294. Are you of opinion that if the regulations were removed, the drawback 
being removed also, you would be induced to use more malt in the distillation 
than you have hitherto done ? — Decidedly. 

295. How do you reconcile that with yom- preceding answer ? — I mean, that 
I do not conceive that the regulations are so strict but what, if I were so inclined, 
I could evade them with perfect ease. 

296. Mx. O' Connell.'] Do you consider that the drawback affords facilities for 
fraud ? — I do. 

297. Chairman.] Do you mean, that while the drawback remains, you have 
found it more advantageous to work without claiming the drawback than to 
submit to the regulations ? — I mean to say, that I could not work for the draw- 
back, in consequence of having raw grain upon my premises ; but my trade being 
principally that of grain-distiller, of course I have always more or less raw grain 
upon my premises, and when we are in that situation we are not allowed to work 
for the drawback ; but having a trade, to a certain extent, in malt spirits, we make 
some every year, and when we cannot avail ourselves of the malt drawback, for 
the reason I have stated, we make the malt spirit without it. 

298. Mr. More O'Ferrall^ So that the malt drawback is no benefit to you 
whatever ? — None whatever ; on the contrary, I have to compete with the Scotch 
distiller, who has obtained the drawback, in my market. 

299. Sir R. F&rgv^on^ If you had your works entered solely for distillation 
from malt, your objection would have less force? — It would, in that case; but in 
Ireland, as the returns show, the greater proportion of our trade is in grain spirits, 

and 
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and it would not be worth my while to enter my premises solely for the mam- 
facture of malt spirits. 

300. Chairman.] When you distil from, malt alone, are you able to compete, 
■without loss, with the Scotch distiller in the Irish mai-ket?— The malt spirit we 
make "we generally keep till it has attained some age ; in consequence of that, we 
obtain a liigher price for it; the Scotch distiller sells his spirit fresh fi-om the still, 
just when made ; I could not compete with him were I to sell mine in the same state. 

301. What would be the additional cost of a gallon of malt spirit without the 
drawback ? — To me it would not be quite a gallon. 

302. As you keep the spirits for a considerable time, there is a loss of interest 
upon them? — Yes. 

303. Still the additional price compensates you for that loss ?— It does ; the 
house in which I am concerned is the oldest house manufacturing malt spirits in 
Ireland ; it was the only house in Ireland that used to make malt spirits, and, in 
consequence of that, we have got an old-established trade in it, and probably we 
may have done more than most other houses. 

304. Mr. O'Conndl^ Are you of opinion that the malt drawback has had any 
effect in diminishing illicit distillation ? — I do not think it has. 

30,5. Mr. Af. O'Ferrall.] What was the effect of the reduction of the malt 
drawback; did it produce more illicit distillation than existed before? — No; 
I think the retums show that the quantity of legally-made spirit was rather 
increased than otherwise. 

306. The object of allowing the drawback was for the purpose of preventing 
illicit distillation? — So we understood. 

307. Are you aware that it has produced the effect for which it was granted? — 
I always attributed the putting down of illicit distillation to the low duty. 

308. Not to the drawback ? — Not to the drawback. 

309. Mr. O'Connell.] Is not there a superior system of vigilance over the 
illicit distillers in Ireland to what there was? — There is. 

3 1 0. The revenue police are better organized and better distributed ? — They are. 

311. Captain /one^.] Have you looked at the returns of spirits brought to 
charge during the particular period to which you refer? — I have. 

312. Has the quantity of malt spirits brought to charge in Ireland increased or 
diminished during that period, whilst the malt drawback bas been in 0])cration ? — I 
spoke with reference to Scotland in my former answer ; the quantity of malt spirits 
made in Ireland has been so small, that I cannot say whether it 'has increased or 
not during that period. 

313. Mr. W, S. O'Brien.] You were undei’Stood to say, that you would chai’ge the 
public only 5 d. additional price per gallon, provided the drawback were removed ? — 
I conceive that the amount of drawback which we have received has not been 
more than 5 d. ; sometimes not quite so much. 

3 1 4. How do you account for that ? — From our producing a gTeater quantity 
than the drawback allowance is given for. The drawback allowance is given upon 
tlio supposition of a bushel of m^t producing only two gallons ; we have generally 
produced above two gallons and a half, — at least half a gallon more than the law 
supjioscs that a bushel of malt will produce ; consequently, we have to pay back, 
in the shape of deficient malt duty, for that extra produce from that bushel of malt, 
which, being deducted from the ^d., leaves the drawback not quite a gallon. 
Wc liavc not received more than ^d., sometimes not quite so much. 

315. Mr. O'Connell.] As a practical distiller, is it your opinion that the malt 

drawback affords facilities for committing frauds upon the revenuer— I have no 
doubt of it ; 1 urn quite satisfied that it does. _ _ 

3 '6. Captain Juries.] What description of malt do you distil from? — From 
barley malt. 

317. Not from here? — No. 

318. Is your barley foreign barley, or Irish grown barley ?~Insh barley, grown 

ill the county of Louth. , , j. ..i. 

319. Are you able to state what might have been the usual produce from the 

bailey of the country, or from tlie here of that country ?— From tire here of tbe 
country, not llavhig worked with bero, I cannot exactly say, bnt I underetand that 
the iiroportion of alloeance gi-ren for bore and big la m the proportion of 31 of 
here and big to 24 of barley malt. ^ 

320. If the malt be not rery good in quality, it will not produce more than two 
gallons per bushel ?— It must he very had barley if it will not,— such barley as it 
will not be the interest of any distiller to malt. 

0.6.2. C2 321 - M>-. 
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321. Mr. M. O'Feri'all.'] Have you ever distilled from Scotch barley? — No. 

322. Do you know whether it produces more s])irit in proportion to the quantity 
than the barley which you use ? — The Scotch bai-Iey, generally speaking, is better 
than ours ; it is a heavier giuin. 

323. And it will produce more spirit to the same quantity of grain? It will 

produce quite as much as the best description of our barley. 

324. Therefore the Scotch distiller has an advantage over you in paying duty 
only on a certain quantity of malt and extracting from it a greater quantity of 
spirits ? — Yes. 

32.5. Sir G. Cleric.] But he pays the duty on the deficient malt? — Yes, if he 
shows that extra produce. 

326. Mr. M. O’FermlL] But he may have it without showing it ? — Yes. 

327. And that would be considered a fraud? — Yes. 

328. Sir G. Clerk.] How can he produce that extra quantity of spirits without 
its being apparent to the officer who superintends his work ? — The half gallon per 
bushel he may send out clandestinely ; that is one way ; another way is, that he 
may not use more malt than -will produce the two gallons per bushel, and at the 
same time make it appear that he has actually used a larger quantity. 

329. Mr. O’Connell.] He may either smuggle the malt by using less, or smuggle 
the whiskey by sending out the overplus? —Decidedly. 

330* Sir G. Clerk.] Have you any reason to believe that that has been done ? — 
I may mention a circumstance which has come to my knowledge from the party 
who did it. A distiller going to make a “period,” as it is termed, of malt whiskey, 
told the officers over him to look shaip, for that he would cheat them if he could ; 
they laughed at him ; they supposed he was in joke, and said they would. He 
made his period of malt whiskey, and when it was completed, he asked the officers, 
did they think they had got every thing that they were legally entitled to. They 
said that they were satisfied they had. He said, “ If you will go to such a place, 
you will find there 500 bushels of malt which I have abstracted from the quantity 
which you suppose I have used.” They went there and found this quantity of 
malt. That I know to be a fact. 

331* Mr. Kemble.] Was that in Scotland? — In Ireland. 

332. Mr. Jif. O’Ferrall.] Have you any reason to suppose that such a thing 
may not be done in Scotland ? — I conceive that if it may be done with such 
facility when the officers were previously warned, I do not know any reason why 
it should not be done where there is a disposition to commit fraud. 

333* -A-re there not a higher class of officers employed in Ireland than in Scot- 
land to survey the distilleries ?— Yes. 

334* A-t the request of the Irish distiller's ? — At the request of some of the 
Irish distillers. 

335* There is not so strict a supervision in Scotland? — I understand not. 

336* There are greater facilities for fraud, therefore, in Scotland than iii Ire- 
land? Certainly, so far as want of supervision goes. 

337* The malt drawback is paid to the distiller before he is called upon for the 
duty ? — It is. 

338. Does that afford to the distiller from malt the advantage of trading upon 
public capital instead of his o\m 1 - It does. 

339. To what extent?— To the extent of the drawback. 

340. On a given quantity of malt, -what is the benefit which this trading upon 
public capital gives; to what extent would it enable the distiller to sell his pro- 
duce cheaper . He has the advantage of the drawback of 8^/. a gallon upon the 
spirits before he is called iqion to pay his duty upon the malt. 

341 . Supposing the malt drawback is abolished in Ireland and continued in 
Scotland, the Scotch distiller will have this advantage over the Irish distiller, that 
is of trading on public capital ?— He will. 

342. Captain Jones.] In what year did that fraud upon the revenue take place, 
to which you have referred ? — I am not quite certain of that at this moment; it is 
withm these few years. 

343. It was reported to the officers of Excise ?— It was. 

regulations the same precisely as they were at that period ? — I 
think they are. ± j j r 

345* No alteration has been made in consequence of that? — Not that lam 
aware ot ; i am of opinion that, under the reaiilations as they now stand, the same 
thmg might be done. ® ^ 

346. Have 
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346. Have you any objection to state in wliat collection this took place and 
who were the officers of Excise ?— The distiller, had he wished to commit a fraud, 
would not have gone forward and told the officers where they might find this 
malt ; his object was, having been long opposed to this malt drawback system to 
show the utter inefficacy of the regulations. 

347. Sir G. C’fcr 7 c.] What evidence was there that the 500 bushels of malt so 
pointed out to the officers, was malt that had been permitted into that malt dis- 
tillery ?~I believe the officers, when it was shown to them, found that it was so. 

348. You do not know how it was identified ? — No. 

349. Are you aware of any other instance where frauds have been detected in 
smuggling malt out of a malt distillery ?— 1 am not aware at this moment; the 
impression upon my mind is, that there have been prosecutions for frauds. 

350. The only instance you can state of that is, where notice was given by tlie 
distiller on purpose to draw the attention of the officers to it?~Tbat is the only 
case of the kind within my own knowledge ; I have a decided impression that 
there have been prosecutions for fraud. 

351. Mr. O' Conneli.'\ And frauds for which there have been no prosecutions ? — 
It is not easy to institute a prosecution when it is so easily evaded. 

352. Mr. Grogan.] You have stated that the officers admitted the fact of the 
evasion when they were shown the 500 bushels ?— I simply relate the circum- 
stances that were told me. 

353. Then there was nothing to hinder that distiller, had he been fraudulently 
disposed, from obtaining the drawback upon that malt?— Nothing whatever. 

354. Captain Jones.] In this particular case, spirits were made to the extent to 
which it was necessary to make spirits for the quantity of malt entered, and the 
malt was afterwards accounted for? — Yes. 

355. How was the duty on the spirits charged ?—The drawback was allowed 
upon that quantity of spirits, upon the supposition that there had been a bushel 
of malt used in’ making every two gallons, whereas there had not been so much 
as a bushel used in making two gallons, consequently the surplus was in this 
store. 

356. Sir T. Hepburn.] Do you know the actual quantity of malt used in that 
case ? — I do not ; it might vary, according to the quality of the malt ; if it was 
good malt, one bushel would produce about two gallons and a half; if it were not 
good, it would not produce so much. 

357. Sir G. Clerk.] What was the whole quantity used in proportion to the 
500 bushels which had been sent out of the distillery ?— I am not aware- 

358. Captain Jones.] Then, in that case, the quantity of spirit which ought to 
have been produced from the malt was produced, and the malt which was not 
required by the distiller was abstracted 1 — Yes. 

359. There was no fraud, so far, then, upon the revenue ? — No. 

360. A certain quantity of spirits was produced which the law requires, and 
upon that the party received the drawback, and the malt which he did not use in 
the process of distillation he restored to the officers again?— He did. 

361. Mr. Grogan.] The circumstance of there having been no fi-aud in that 
instance arose fi'om the fact of the distiller having himself mentioned the circum- 
stance to the officers? — Yes. 

362. Had he thought proper to use this quantity of 500 bushels, it would then 
have amounted to a fraud ? — It would. 

363. Mr. M. O’J'ei^all.] Would there be any difficulty in substituting raw grain 
for the malt subtracted? — None whatever. 

364. Do you suppose that the raw grain was substituted in this particular 
instance ? — No, there was no occasion for it. 

365. Sir J 2 . Ferguson.] From what were the spirits made? — From a smaller 
proportion of malt than vras supposed to have been used. 

366. Do you know the quantity of malt which he had used? — No, I did not 
hear either the quantity of malt used or the- quantity of spirits produced. 

367. Mr. O'Connell.] But you say that the malt is capable of producing one- 
fifth beyond what is allowed in the calculation for the drawback ; therefore, in that 
case, there being 500 bushels left untouched and undistilied, it would give the 
total quantity of malt used at 2,500 bushels? — Exactly. 

3G8. Sir 6. Clerk.] What steps did the Excise take when they were informed 
of this evasion r — Tliat I am not aware of. 

369. From whom did you receive the iiifoi-mation? — From a distiller. 

0.62. C3 370. Who 
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370. Wlio mentioned it as a proof of liis own ingenuity? — ^Yea ; I was present 
when the distiller mentioned it to Mr. Baring, last year, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 

371. Mr. O’ComelL] Have you any objection to name him? — I should not 
like to name him without his consent. 

372. Captain Jones.] You said that the occurrence took place subsequently to 
1834 ? — I cannot state precisely in what year it took place. 

373. How long is it since you yourself entered to distil for a period from malt 
alone ? — I think last year. 

374. Are the excise regulations precisely the same now as they were when you 
mentioned this occurrence to have taken place ? — As to the exact time when this 
occuiTeuce took place, I cannot answer. 

375. Tliis occuiTence did not take place within the last year? — No, some yearn 
ago. 

376. Are you able to state w'hether there has been any alteration in the mode 
of supervision, which is likely to prevent such an occurrence hapjieniiig again ? — 
I am not awai-e whether there has been a change, but I do not conceive that the 
regulations as they now stand would prevent such an occurrence. 

377. Mr. M. O'Ferrall] Are you aware whether the Committee can get further 
information upon this ])articular point from the solicitor of the Excise, or any 
excise officei*s ? — I should conceive not. 

378. Mr. W.S. O’Brien.] Is it your impression that the manufacture of pure 
malt spirits would he diminished in Ireland by the repeal of the drawback ? — I do 
not think it would be at all diminished. 

379. Should you he apprehensive of an increase of illicit distillation?— No, 
I should not ; we should make a much larger quantity of malt spirits than we do 
at ])resent. 

380. Are the present excise regulations so harassing, that they deter you from 
making malt spirits which you would otherwise make ? — We are, in fact, prevented 
from making malt spirits for the drawback for the reason I have stated ; we must 
always have raw gi-ain upon our premises, and whilst that is the case we cannot 
receive the drawback. 

381. Is it your belief that the Scotch distillers possess any such natural advan- 
tages, or advantages arising from superior skill, as would enable them to undersell 
you in the Irish market otherwise than by means of frauds through the drawback ? 
— I do not think they possess any advantages over us, either in skill or in. 
material. 

382. Have you reason to believe that that opinion is shared hy the Scotch dis- 
tillers as well as by the Irish distillers?— I know that it is by many Scotch 
distillers. 

383. Mr. 0 ’ Connell.] Have not the Scotch an advantage over you, in point of 
fuel? — They have, to a very small extent. 

384. Can you give us any facts to show that it is but to a small extent ; for 
example, what do they pay in Glasgow for then- coals? — In Glasgow, I believe, 
the price of coals is about 7 ^. to 7 s. Gd. per ton. 

385. What do you pay for coals?— The difference in the cost is the amount of 
freight, which is generally from 5 s. to 5 s. Gd., but in Belfast they are much 
cheaper; I believe they can be had in Belfast for 9 s. a ton, being only Is. Gd. 
more than in Glasgow. 

386. Where do you get your coals from? — From Glasgow and from Ayr, but 
chiefly from Glasgow. 

387. Not from Cumberland? — No; we prefer the Scotch coal. 

388. Mr. W. S. O’Brien.] How do you account for it that the Scotch dis- 
tillers ai’e able to send raw-grain spirits, in which there cannot be the same 
opportunity for fraud, to the Irish market, and to undersell the Irish distiller in 
raw-grain spirits as well as in malt spirits? — We have always thought they were 
enabled to do that from the unfafr advantages taken of the malt drawback in 
Scotland, by obtaining this surplus malt of which I spoke ; what I mean is, that 
the proportion .of malt which is used in the manufacture of grain spirits is to be 
had, in consequence of that, upon lower terms. 

389. Sir G. Clerk.] Will you explain how the distiller from raw grain derives 
any advantage from the existence of the malt di’awback in Scotland ? — I 'will 
suppose the case which I mentioned of the distiller in Ireland, who had set aside 
these 500 barrels of malt ; he could afford to sell that malt on greatly reduced 

terms, 
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terms, much under the usual cost of malt to s o-r'ini • , 

distiller to have a grain distillery lio could c i that 

thfa malt, which wild no 0 Ita s ^ ^ 

aeqnentty, that proportion of the malt user^lr if t 

• what grounds do you suppose that that evasion of the law takes nlaoe 

m, Scotland ?-The impression was a very general one, not onlViriretad but 

rSvTJtfr^noi.®^"”'^’ ™ 

. 4 ''® J?" “ Select Committee of the House of Commons 

inquired mto the subject in the year 1831 ?_I was present at that Comittee 

.192. Does It appear, from the evidence before that Committee, that that im- 
pression was horae ont?— I think it did; the impression amongst the Irish trade 
was, that we had established that it was so done. 

393. Does it .appear, from the evidence before that Committee, that, with the 
exception of one or two instances, any frauds were proved to exist ?-I think the 
evidence given hy several Scotch distillers on that Committee showed that it S 
been done , I think that the evidence of Mr. Aitchison went to that effect. 

394. Mr. W. S. O Brien.J Are you aware that the Committee reported in 

specific terms that it was their opinion “ that the present system of allowing a 
drawback on malt spirits affords gi'eat opportunities for fraud ”?— That avas the 
report of the Committee. j-uai, »as me 

„ A“d you continue to think that the system does afford 

great facilities to fraud ? — I do. 

396. Are you at all apprehensive that the abolition of the malt drawback 
would have the least effect in increasing illicit distillation ?— Not in the least. 

397. And It would be still more advantageous to the trade and to the revenue 
it It were abolished also in Scotland? — We have always thought so. 

r You stated that it was your opinion that the Scotch 

distillers m general have greater oiiportunities to evade the law by reason of the 
superintendence of the Excise being less vigilant in Scotland than in Ireland - 
I do not say that it is less vigilant ; but we believe they have not the same num- 
ber of officers mer the distilleries there as there are over the distilleries in Ireland, 
nor so many officers of a superior class. 

399. Are you aware what number of officers superintend a distillery in Ireland 
compared with what would be appointed to a work of the same extent in Scotland"^ 
— hrom the great number of small distilleries in Scotland, they have not probably 
the means of having so many officers at each of them as they would have over 
the larger distilleries. 

400. Do you know the faet ?— I cannot say positively. 

401. When you stated that there are officers of a superior class employed in 
irelaml, it was not from your own knowledge, but from report ?— From what I 
liear from distillei-s in Scotland. 

402. What are the description of officers employed in Ireland whom you think 
are not employed in the superintendence of distilleries in Scotland ?— There are 
certain surveyor-general examiners ; I meant to say, that 1 believe there are not so 
many of them employed in Scotland as in Ireland ; not that there are none 
employed. 

403* Have the number of surveyor-general examiners been of late increased in 
Ireland ? — They have. 



404. Do you know for what reason ?— Because it has been conceived by some 
of the Irish distillers that frauds had been practised in the licensed distilleries in 
Ireland. 

405. Do you suppose that that might not have been the impression rather of 
the Excise than of the distillers themselves ? — It might have been ; but I believe 
that the distillers themselves communicated Yvith the Excise on the subject, and 
that it was the wish of several of them that that should be done. 

40G, Of course it is the wish of the fair trader to take care that the law is 
enforced, otherwise he would be prejudiced by the evasion of those who resorted 
to fraudulent means ? — Certainly. 

407. Why do you suppose that the Excise would not have adopted the same 
means in Scotland if they had had reason to suspect that frauds to the same 
extent were practised by the Scotch distillers, and that they would not also 

0.62, c 4 have 
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Rohert Haig, Esq. have appointed in Scotland an additional number of surveying general examiners ? 

I cannot answer that question. 

14 June 1844. 408. Then the reason why an additional number of a superior class of officers 

have been appointed in Ireland for the superintendence of the distilleries, is on 
account of the prevalence of a suspicion that frauds were committed in the 
licensed distilleries in Ireland?— So I understood that was the reason of it. 

409. Mr. M. O'FerraU.I You stated that you were present at the Committee 
of 1831 ; did you hear a pemon of the name of Aitchison, a distiller at Edinburgh, 
examined ? — I did. 

410. Did his evidence go to show that the malt drawback tended to fraud? — 
It did. 

411. You believe that the result of that evidence induced the Committee to 
come to this first resolution; “ That it is the opinion of this Committee, that the 
present system of allowing a drawback nn malt spirits affords great opportunities 
for fraud”? — I conceive so. 

412. And all your experience since tends to confirm that resolution? — It does. 

413. Captain Jones.] Have you seen the Report of the Commissioners of Excise 
Inquiry upon that recommendation of the Committee of the House of Com- 
mons? — I have merely looked very cursorily over it, some years ago. 

414. Are you aware whether they have given any opinion as to the effect of the 
drawback in Scotland, and the effect of the partial repeal of it? — I think they 
stated that it had given rise to an increased illicit distillation, if I recollect right. 

415. With respect to the quantity of malt which you thinlc a malt distiller may 
abstract and employ afterwards in the manufacture of raw-grain spirits, will you 
state exactly the mode in which yoii think it might be abstracted ? — When the 
officer delivers the malt from the store in which it is deposited, there is no watch 
over it after that by the officer ; the distiller has certainly opportunities of taking 
away a portion of it. 

416. Sir (r. Clerk.] If he does so, it must be kno\vn to all Ids servants?— Of 
oourse ; there is no fraud he can commit without its being known to some of his 
servants. 

417. Captain /ones.] The malt, after having been taken out of the lock-up 
store, and placed in the hands of the distiller to be converted into malt spirits, 
must be abstracted from the premises ? — The malt must be taken out of the 
premises. 

418. It must be secreted somewhere? — It must be secreted somewhere about 
his premises. 

419. He fii^t of all runs a risk whilst ho is in the process of abstracting the 
malt?— He does. 

420. He then runs a risk of having it discovered that he has a quantity of 
malt secreted somewhere ? — He does ; but I conceive that the risk in either case 
is very small, because there is no supervision of that by the officer. 

42 1 . What is the next risk he mns ? — I think he docs not run any further 
ri.sk, because there is no ])ermit necessary. 

422. The malt must be removed* from the place where it is secreted, and 
brought again to the distillery?— No. 

423. Do you mean to say that malt may be secreted in some part of the dis- 
tillery without the cognizance of the officers? — Perfectly so; because the officers 
are not in the habit of searching the distillery, unless u2>on direct information 
that malt is concealed there. The distiller, having done so, would send it out, 
])rol>ably, in the night. 

424. Mr. M. OF'erralL] But the malt may be conveyed to the premises just 
before it is thrown into the mash-tubs ? — It must be upon the premises 24 hours. 

425. But if brought in clandestinely, it may be brought in and thrown into the 
mash-tub within a very short space of time? — Under tlie malt regulations, when 
malt is brought in, it must be lodged in a certain store under the excise lock. 

426. Captain Jones.] That is, when you are working for the drawback? — Yes. 

427. !Mr. Groffan.] A quantity of malt being supposed to be abstracted, which 
is believed to be in process of distillation, could not the distiller dispose of that 
malt to a brewer or to a raw-grain distiller, if he pleased ? — He could, and that, I 
conceive, is the way in which it is disposed of. 

428. Captain Jones.] When you enter to distil from malt alone, do you make 
the malt all on your own premises ? — No ; it is generally made at Ardee, . about 
10 miles from us. 

429. In 
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429- III yoiii' particular casG, you purchase your malt? — Yes; sometimes we ifolg, 'Esq. 

malce an agreement that we shall supply the maltster with barley, and he makes 

it into malt at so much a barrel ; or we make a contract with him to make us so ^4 
much malt at so much a barrel. 

430- You occasionally distil from malt alone; is the amount of your trade in 

malt alone increasing or decreasing ? — It is much the same as it has been for 
some years. ■ ' 

43 1 . There is a desire in your neighbourhood, on the part of some peo])le, to 
have pure malt spirits ? — Yes, there has been, long before the introduction of the 
malt drawback. 

432. What are generally the description of people who desire to have malt 
siiirits? — They are not tlie common class of consumers ; they are generally a class 
of people who can afford to pay an extra price for the malt spirit. 

433. If under the new regulations you are not enabled to compete with the 
Scotcli distiller, you must discontinue the distillation from malt alone? — If the 
malt drawback repealed in Ireland, I should then conceive that I was on a 
footing with the Scotch distiller, and that I could compete with him. 

434. But suppose it should turn out that you cannot compete with him ? — 

I cannot conceive why I should not be able to compete with him if he has no 
drawback on his importation into Ireland. 

435. You will be on an equal footing with hhn?--I conceive so, neither of us 
receivince the drawback. 



436. Does not the malt distiller in Scotland receive the amount of the draw- 
back from Government immediately he warehouses the spirits made ? — He does. 

437. Though he has not paid one farthing of duty ?— Though he has not paid 
the duty yet. 

438. Sir R. Ferguson.'] Might he not get the malt drawback and export the 

spirits to Ireland before he paid the duty upon the malt ? — I think it cannot be 
done under the regulations which I observe in the law as it stands. , 

43Q. When is the duty on malt payable ? — The malt duty is payable every 
round ; about every six weeks. 

440. The malt drawback is receivable the moment the spirit is made?— It is. 

441. Supposing that spirit w'ere exported in bond immediately to Ireland, 
might not the Scotch distiller get the drawback four or five weeks before he paid 
the duty ? — No; because, as 1 understand the law, it must be repaid by the distiller 
in Scotland before he ships the malt spirits. 

442. The question refers to the law as it stood before tliis recent change ; at 
that time he would have had it ? — ^He would. 

443. And he would' still have that advantage as long as the spirit continued in 
Scotland I — lie would. 

444. He would have the drawback in his pocket before he has paid the malt 
duty? — Yes. 

445. Mr. O’Conne//.] Before the recent Act, he did not pay back the inalt 

drawback at all ? — No. , t • i 

446. Captain Jones.] Under those circmnstances, do you think the Irish malt 
distiller and the Scotch malt distiller will be upon the same terms?— When the 
drawback is repealed, I think they will be, decidedly, as far as relates to Ireland. 

447. Mr. Grogan.] You say the rounds are about every six weeks ; is it not 

possible that the distiller in Scotland might get the drawback in the fiirt week of 
the round and export the whiskey to Ireland in the last week, leaving an interval of 
five weelcs ; and although when he exports it he has to repay the drawback, will he 
not have had the use of the money for four or five weeks He will. ^ 

448. Is not that a virtual supply of capital to him for the carrying on of Ins 
business, which the Irish distiller would not have even under the new Act ?— It is, 



for that time, but it is a very short time. r , v -it n 

449. Captain Jones.] So far, it is an advantage which the Scotch di-stiUer would 
continue to possess over the Irish ? — It would be for a very short time. 

450 You have been understood to say that there is a decided taste among cer- 
tain' persons in Ireland for malt spirits ; do you think, supposing that the Irish malt 
distiller should be unable to discontinue the distillation of malt spint in competi- 
tion with the Scotch malt distiller, that the illicit distiller in Irdand would be 
again encouraged to embark in the ti-ade?— I think not; I think I could produce 
malt spirits at so very trifling an addition to the present cost of them, without the 
drawback, tliat it would be so verv little in addition to the cost, that it would not 
• 0.G2. 
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Robert Haig, Esq. prevent those 'wlio ilow use them from consuming them to an equal extent 
■ afterwards. 

14 June 1842. Grof/an.] Yours being an old house, and having a regular set of cus- 

tomers, does not it occur that you sometimes distil malt spirits for their consumn- 
tion, without looking for any drawback? — We have done so. 

452. And you would, of course, continue to do so if the present law remains in 
force?— Certainly; because the malt part of our trade is the most profitable part 
of it, and I am anxious that nothing should be done to injure the trade. 

453. As a practical man you do not conceive the present Bill is likely to reduce 
the quantity of malt spirits that you distil? — Certainly not. 

454. You stated that one of the advantages that the Scotch distiller possessed 
over the Irish was in saving the freight of the coals, which is about 5 ^. to 5 ^. Qd 
a ton ; can you form any idea Iiow much that additional expense increases the cost 
of spirits per gallon ? — X should think it might make a diIIbrcu(;o of about 1 d, per 
gallon. 

455. Is not a part of that advantage lost by the freight on spirits from Scotland 
to Ireland ? — I believe the freight generally on Scotch spirits to Ireland is about 
l^d. to l^c?. a gallon; certainly not under 1 d., but rather over it. 

456. What other advantages do the Scotch distillers possess over the Irish ? I 

am not aware of any. 

457. Do you possess any advantage over them? — I think we have, generally 
speaking, cheaper corn ; for instance, from Diuidalk, where my distillery is situated 
there is a considerable quantity of baidoy annually shipped to Chisgow, Greenock, 
Campbeltown and Islay for the uso of the Scotch distillers. 

458. Tlien, upon the whole, taking the advantages and disadvantages on both sides, 
you think the Irish distiller can distil quite as cheaply as the Scotch?— Quite. 

459. Mr. iW. O’Fcrrall.'] You recollect the period when the malt drawback was 
first established 1 — I do, hut I was not then in Ireland. 

460. Are you aware that at page 70 of the Seventh .Report of Excise Inquiry, 
there is an extract from the Fifth Report of the Commissioners of Revenue In- 
quiry, which states that the extension of the drawback to the lowland distillery 
and geuei-ally over the country, was not the original intention of the commis- 
sioners when they recommended it ? — I have always understood so. 

461. And you conceive that that large extension of the malt drawback over 
Scotland was not the original intention of those who rocommended the malt 
drawback ? — e understood that it was for the purpose of raising up small licensed 
distilleries in the Highlands. 

462. Sii’ G. Clerk.] You gave as your opinion, that if the malt drawback were 
done away with in Ireland, it would not discourage tlio manufacture of malt 
spirits ; that in your own case, for instance, being relieved from the obligation of 
having no raw grain on your jDremises, you would more frequently work from malt 
than you do at present? — We should. 

463* If you work from malt without claiming the dmwbaclc, what credit do you 
get upon your malt duty ? — In our case I can hardly say that wo obtained any, 
because, by the time the malt was all made, and boibro avc brought it into our 
premises, the time had nearly expired, so that we have the duty to j>ay upon it 
before Ave receive the drawback. 

464. What credit had you from the time the malt Avas originally made and 
brought to account ? — The rounds are once in six Avoolis, Avhon the collector goes 
round. 

465. Is there any credit allowed to the maltster in Ireland beyond the six 
Aveeks ? — Not upon malt made under the draAvback rcsgulations. 

466. If the malt draAvback were done away, the distiller would have the same 
credit upon malt as any other person using malt ? — Ho Avould. 

467. What is the length of the credit ho Avould thon obtain ? — Four months, 
I think. 

468. Therefore, the distiller in Ireland, working from malt, would have the 
advantage of four months’ credit for the m^t duty? — He would. 

469. You stated that you considered the advantage of the draAvback to the dis- 
tiller equal to 5 d. a gallon? — In my own case I havo not received more than 5 d- 
for a gallon, generally. 

470 - If the Scotch distiller, working from malt, sent spirits to Ireland, lie Avould 
have to repay 8 d. a gallon?— He Avould. 

471* Therefore, if the advantage to the malt distiller from the drawback is only 

5 d.a 
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6 a gallon, he would be paying 3 d. more than the distiller in Ireland, assuming Robert Haig, Esq. 
that tliere is no evasion of the law ? — Yes. - - 

472. Then, in addition to that, he would have to pay his malt duty at the short June 1842. 
period of six weeks ; whereas the Irish distiller would have a long credit of four 

months ? — It would be so. 

473. Would not the effect of those two disadvantages, under which the Scotch 
distiller would labour, be to exclude malt spirits distilled in Scotland from the 
Irish market ?— It might have that effect ; we think, if it had, the Scotch distiller 
has no reason to complain ; he has the entire of his own market, to the extent of 
6,000,000 of gallons, which is the amount of the consumption of Scotland with the 
drawback upon it. 

474. Do you consider that the practical effect of the removal of the drawback, 
coupled with the advantage which the distiller in Ireland has of a long credit for 
his malt duty, will he to exclude Scotch spirits from Ireland ?— I do not know 
that it will exclude them ; I wish I could think it would ; we should then be upon 
a better footing than we are at present. 

475. If there is no evasion of the duty, the Scotch distiller would have to pay 
at least 3^. a gallon more, by refunding the drawback, than the distiller in Ireland 
working from malt alone would? — Yes. 

476. Mr. W. S. You would be satisfied to enter into a fair compe- 

tition with him, provided the drawback were abolished in Scotland as well as in 
Ireland ? — Certainly we should prefer to have it abolished altogether. 

477. Are not all sections of the trade, even including the malt distillers in 
Ireland, unanimous in the desire that the drawback should be repealed in Scot- 
land as well as in Ireland ? — They are, with the exception of a very few distillers, 
not exceeding two or three. 

478. Is that a desire shared also by a considerable portion of the Scotch dis- 
tillers of your acquaintance ? — It is. 

47g. Mr. M. O'Ferrall,'] Is the quality of the malt used by the Scotch dis- 
tillers inferior or .superior to that used by you? — It is equal to our best malt, 
generally superior to it. 

480. Do you know whether the malt distillers have been iu the habit of selling 
malt to the raw-grain distillers ? — I do not know of my own knowledge ; I have 
been told by distillers in Scotland that it has been done. 

481. Are you aware that Mr. Aitchison so stated in his evidence before the 
Committee in 1831 ? — He did, to the best of my recollection. 

482. Mr. G^rogan.'] Do you know the state of distillation in Scotland sufficiently 
to be able to speak about the effect of the malt drawback in that country ? — 

I have every reason to think that the repeal of the malt drawback would have no 
injurious effect in Scotland; I am aware that there are some distillers, I can 
mention one who was a very strenuous defender of the malt drawback, a distiller 
now in Islay, who, when the former Committee sat, was very much against any 
reduction of it, or interference with it, and he wrote to me Utely that he was 
quite willing to come forward and give evidence of a complete change of opinion 
as to it, and that he now wishes to see it done away ; that is, Mr. Stein, of Islay. 

483. ChairmanJ\ Are you personally acquainted with the condition of Scot* 
land, or the state of the people there ? — I am, to a certain extent, acquainted 
with it. 

484. Mr. M. O'Ferrall.l The doing away the malt drawback in Ireland would 
not prevent the distilling of malt spirits in Ireland ? — Not at all. 

485. Was not the only object of enacting the drawback to prevent illicit dis- 
tillation ? — So I understood. 

486. You do not conceive the continuance of the drawback necessary to effect 
that object ? — I do not. 

487. Chairman.'] In what part of Ireland does illicit distillation particularly 
prevail ? — In the north and north-west. 

488. The north and north-west of Ireland are mountainous and difficult dis- 
tricts, are they not ? — They are. 

489. Then, probably, illicit distillation has been aided, first, by the difficulty of 
the people in finding a market for their grain, and secondly, by the difficulty 
which the Excise have to contend with in detecting illicit distillation in such 
districts ? — I couceive so. 

490. The district you live in is not subject to either of those disadvantages? — 

In the neighbom’hood in which I live, there used to be a gi*eat deal of illicit 
distillation. 

* 0.62. J> 2 49^- 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




28 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 



■\2libcrt Haig, Esq. 



• 14 June 184a. 



Mr. John Mehan. 



491. But Still it is a level country near a port, and with an easy market for 
grain r — It is so ; but there is a part of. it that is rather a wild and unfrequented 
district, called Enniskeen, where it used to prevail. 

492. In that case do the snmgglers distil fi'om malt or from raw grain ?— From 
malt imperfectly made — ^hurriedly made ; the more imperfectly it is made the 
nearer it approaches to raw grain. 

493. Sir R. Fergitson.] Was the spirit produced by the illicit distillers more of 
the nature of raw-grain spirit than of malt spirit? — No, I think it was more of the 
nature of malt spirit ; in the west of Ireland, in a district called Erris, illicit 
distillation used to prevail to a very gi*eat extent ; that has now been almost 
entirely suppressed hy the revenue police. 

494. Chairman.] The question is, wdiether as illicit distillation prevails most in 
mountainous districts, and the north of Scotland being more so than any part of 
Ireland, your reasoning would be as applicable to Scotland ; have you sufficient 
knowledge of it to enable you to give a decided opinion on that subject?— That is 
the reason I mentioned what 1 have just stated ; that in this district of Erris, which 
is a vei*y mountainous country, exactly similar to the Highlands of Scotland, it has 
been put down by the revenue police. 

495. Sir R. Ferguson.] Can you give the Committee any infonnation as to the 
taste of the people in the north of Ireland; what particular spirit they prefer, 
whether malt or raw grain ?— Generally speaking, raw grain has the preference, as 
the returns of the quantity of spirits consumed will show. 

496. The question refers more particularly to the north of Ireland ; do you 
•think the consumption of raw-grain spirit in the north of Ireland is greater than 
of malt-made spirit ? — Certainly. 

497. Captain Jo)2es.] You were understood to say that you think the Scotch 
distiller has no advantage over the Irish distiller, as far as the production of his 
spirit goes, from skill or fr*om any other circumstance ? — I do not think he has. 

498. Flave you looked at the return of spirits exported from Scotland to 
Ireland ? — 1 have seen it, hut not recently. 

499. You know that there is a very large quantity of spirits sent from Scotland 
to Ireland yearly? — I do. 

300. Can you account for that large export of spirits from Scotland to Ireland? 
— L have already stated what I believe to be the reason for it. 

301. You suspect that, in the case of malt spirits, there may be some fraud, but 
how does that apply to the case of raw-grain spirits ? — It was to raw-grain spirits 
that my answer referred. 

502. What is the quantity of malt which you use with your raw-grain spirits? 
— It varies every year, according to the quality of the corn, and the different pro- 
portions of oats and barley wdiich we use in the manufacture. 

503. Can you give the Committee any idea of the general quantity ? — It varies 
from a sixth or a seventh to a ninth. 

504. Then, if you have nine bushels of raw grain, you have one of malt? — Yes. 

505. Mr. M. O’Ferratl.] When the malt drawback was reduced, was not the 
object to ascertain whether the reduction would tend to ])romoto illicit distillation 
with the view that if it did not it should he totally abolished? — The Scotch dis- 
tillers, who were in favour of the malt drawback, stated, that, in their opinion, if 
the malt drawback \^•e^e done away, or if it were even reduced, it would be 
attended with a very had effect to the trade— that it would raise up illicit distilla- 
tion ; I believe the result will show that it has not had that effect. 

Mr. John Melmn called in ; and Examined, as foliow's : 

506. Captain Jones.] ARE you engaged in a distillery in Ireland ? — I am em- 
ployed in the Waterside Distillery. 

507. Mr. O'Connell.] Whose property is it ? — My father’s. 

508. Captain Jones.] Are you the manager of the distillery? — I am, principally. 

509. Will you state of what nature your distillery is It is fitted up principally 
for the manufacture of malt. 

5 1 0. You occasionally distil from raw grain ? — Yes, occasionally. 

51 !. Will you state how it happens that you eaiTy on both the raw-grain dis- 
tillery and the malt distillery on the same premises occasionally? — ^There are 
several reasons: one reason is, that in purchasing the grain we are in the habit of 
screening it before it is malted ; we consider that the best way to use the light 
grain that is taken out of it. At other times, when oats. are cheap in the market, 

we 
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we purchase them, and make grain of them. Another great reason that we make Mr. John Mthan. 

■ gi-ain in the middle of the season is, that a demand arises, and our malting pre- 

niises are not sufficiently large to keep us working constantly, and during the 
interval that the deposit rooms are being refilled with malt, we consider it wiser to 
make grain than to let the distillery remain idle. 

512. What is the description of gi-ain you distil from?— Barley, principally; 
altogether from barley. 

513. The quality of it is not particularly good? — No, it is very light. 

514. Tliat portion of it which is light you turn into raw grain, and that portion 
which is heavy you turn into malt spirits 1 — ^Yes. 

5 1 5. In those periods when you distil from malt alone, you cannot have any raw 
grain upon your premises ? — Not any. 

516. In that case are you compelled to remove all the screened light grain? — 

No, the screened grain is not to go off ; there is nothing kiln-dried or ground upon 
the premises ; the operation of screening may go on beforehand. 

5 1 7. But during the time you are making spirits for the malt drawback, you can- 
not have any raw grain upon the premises ? — The operation of malting is going on 
at the same time ; you may call it raw grain before it is wetted. 

518. Mr. O'Connell,'] How far is the distillery from the malt-house? — It is iu 
the same yard, surrounded by a wall ; it forms part of the building ; the malt- 
houses form part of the distillery. 

519. Are you quite sure that you are entitled to do that in point of law? — I 
think we can have the malt-houses from the distillery. 

520. Ought you not to have? — No, I do not consider that we ought to have. 

521. Have you any internal communication from the distillery into the malt- 
house ? — Yes ; in fact it is all one premises, the malt-houses and the distillery. 

.522. The communication is inside? — Inside. 

523. Sir ii. Fei'guson.'] Do you mean inside the yard, but outside the house ? — 

Inside the yard. 

524. Can you go from the one to the other without going into the open air.^— 

No, you could not go from the one to the other without going into the open air. 

525. Captain Jones.] There is a separation between your malting premises and 
the distillery ?— There is a separation in point of going from the one premises into 
the other, without goiug out into the open yard. 

526. Mr. O'Connell.] Can you go from your distillery into your malt-house 
without going into the yard ? — No. 

527. Mv. Kemble.] You can go from the one to the other without going into 
the street?— Yes; it i.s through the door that the malt is taken into the dis- 
tillery premises ; it is always under the excise lock. 

528. Sir T. Hepburn.] You caunot carry the malt through to any part of the 
distillery without coming out of the door ; there is only one door?— Only one door 
from the malting premises. 

.529. Captain Jones.] Can you have raw grain upon your distillery premises at 
the time you enter to distil for malt? — No, we cannot. 

530. Have you a return of the quantity of malt spirits made in your distillery 
since you have had the management of it?— I have a return of the quantity made 
since 1834 , at which time we commenced to make malt whiskey; prior to that 
wo made nothing but raw grain. 

531. Will you hand it in? — 

\_Thesame was handed in and read, as follows :j 



“ Number of the Proof Galloks of Spirits dietilled from Mait only, on which Drawback 
was obtained, in the following Years, commencing m Febmaiy 183^ up to which period no 
Spirits was distilled from Malt only at Waterside DisUllery, Undonderry; and the number of 
Bushels of Malt used for Drawback. 



Proof Gallant. BusheU. 



Year ending 10th October 1834 

„ 10th October 1835 

„ loth October 1836 

„ 10th October 1837 

„ loth October 1838 

,. 10th October 1839 

„ 10th October 1840 

„ 10th October 1841 

From 25th Oct. 1841 to 2d June 1842 



Number of Gallons of Spirits dis- 
tilled from Malt and Grmn 
mixed, at Waterside Distillery ; 
From 3d Feb. 1834*1 g 
To - 2d June 1842] 
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532 . It appears that the quantity made upon the whole remains much the 

same ? — This last yeai‘ there would have been a great increase, but that during 
March and April the distillery was idle. ° 

533 . Mr. Grogan.] Can you account for why, in the year 1836, you made 
69,619 gallons, and in 1841, you only made 37,197 ; is it owing to any falling off 
in the taste for malt spirits, or to any competition in the malt distilling business? 
— I was not engaged in the distilling at that time; but as far as I recollect, in the 
year 1834, which was the time they commenced, they made a very small quan- 
tity; the next year- they wrought the whole season to endeavour to get the 
W'hiskey introduced into the market ; and I am awai*e that sales were made that 
year at a loss, for the purpose of introducing malt whiskey ; there were forced 
sales made that yeai-. 

534 . Was that in order to create a taste in the country? — To create a taste in 
the country to introduce the article. 

535 . Then there was not that degree of natural taste for them that would take 
off the spirits you made unless you sold them at a loss?~I think there was the 
same taste at that period that there is now, although it has been improving since. 

536 . Captain Jones.] From your knowledge of Ireland, are you able to say 
whether there always was a taste in the north of Ireland for malt spirits ? — Since 
I have commenced business I have travelled a good deal for the distillery, and I 
always considered that there w^as a growing taste in the north of Ireland for malt 
spirits. 

537 . Youi- object at that period was to promote the sale of your own spirits; 
in fact, to get up the name of your own distillery? — I fancy so ; I was not con- 
nected with it at that time, but, as far as I recollect, that was the case. 

538 . You occasionally distil from raw graiu ? — We do. 

539 . Have you any return which would show the working of the distillery 

during that period ? — I have, of the quantity of raw grain made since the year 
1834. ° ^ 

540 . This account commences in the year 1834? — It does. 

541 . Have you any similar return from the other distilleries in the north ? — The 
distillery in Coleraine has changed proprietors lately ; the gentleman that has it now 
has only been there a few years, but I think tire returns were given into the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer when the distillers were here themselves in April. 

54.2. Are you able to state the quantity made at Bush Mills from malt alone? 
•^No, the Excise Return will show. 

543' Mr. Grojraw.] Have you any knowledge of those distilleries so as to be 
able to say whether there w'as an increase or decrease in those distilleries ? — The 
trade of the Bush Mills distillery has been increasing. It appears by the return 
that the number of gallons distilled at Bush Mills, in the yeai’ ending 10th of 
October 1831, was 6,950 ; in the year ending 10th of October 1832, 13,612 ; in 
the year ending 10th of October 1833, 16,984 ; and the half-year up to the 5th of 
July, 8,032 ; that bears about the same proportion as tlie year 1832. 

544 . Captain Jones.] At what strength ai’e the spiiits generally sent out into 
the market ?— Generally 10 over proof. 

545 -_ C^D. you state to the Committee what the cost of production of malt 
spirits is in your distillery ? — The cost of production varies very much according 
to the price of grain ; this last year, W’hen the price of grain averaged about 1 ^. a 
stone, we were able to produce malt whiskey at 3 s. 2 </. a gallon. 

546 . Was that during the time when you enjoyed the benefit of the drawback ? 
— Tliat is taking credit for the drawback. 

547 . If there bad been no malt duty, you could have produced spirits at 2s, QdJ 

548 . Will you state to the Committee what might be the general cost of pro- 
duction of raw-grain sinrits in that district ?— -The cost of the production of raw- 
grain spirits differs so very much ; small w'orks are not able to produce raw-grain 
whiskey near so cheap as large distilleries fitted up for the purpose. 

549- It varies so much from yeai- to year, that you could not state any average? 

state any average; I can state the price this last year that we 
could produce raw-grain spirits for ; I think, about 2s. the proof gallon; lam 
awai-e oHts being sold cheaper than that by the lai-ge distilleries. 

state what was the entire duty upon malt spirits prior to the 
11 th of March in this year, including the duty upon spirits, and also the amount 
of duty charged upon the malt of which they were made ? — Prior to the 11th of 
' • March, 
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Marcli, the dirty on spirits was 2s. 8 cl., and adding the 8d. for malt duty it 
would be 3 5. 4 

551. What is the amount of tho charge at this moment ?— Three shilhngs and 
eight-pence, and eight-pence. ° 

.552. What will be the amount of the charge after the 1st of August next? 

I should say 3s. 8d. and Is. 4d., making altogether 5s., and with the 5 per cent 
on the malt, I should say 5 s. 1^^. 

553. Tlic charge for duty, therefore, on a gallon of spirits will be something 
more than 5s., and the cost of production will be 2s. Qd. ? — Yes. 

5.54' The amount of duty, therefore, would be more than 200 per cent, on the 
first cost of the production of the article ? — It would. 

555. Have you turned your attention to what might be the effect upon your 
trade generally, of the alteration proposed in the law? — I have. 

556. Will you state what you think would be its effect ?— I have drawn out a 
few observations relating to the effect which, I think, the proposed alterations 
would have upon the trade generally in the north of Ireland, which, if the Com- 
mittee will allow me, I will read. I object to the law, as it places the Irish malt 
distiller in a disadvantageous position as compared with the Scotch malt distiller ; 
I desire that the law shall be the same in both countries. The change which 
has been made -will affect the Irish malt distiller in two branches of his trade ; I 
will first speak of the home trade. From my knowledge of the trade, I am of 
opinion that the repeal of the malt drawback in L-eland, and the additional duty 
of 1^. per gallon, will have the effect of driving the legally-made malt spirit out 
of the market, and handing over the trade, in a gi-eat measure, to the illicit 
distiller, by the stimulus which this advance of duty will give him to carry 
on his illicit traffic. In the north of Ireland the taste for malt spirits lias 
increased, while that for grain spirits has been growing less ; and I would just 
refer to the quantity of mdt spirits exported from Scotland to Ireland. In the 
year ending 10th October 1834, it was 207,477 gallons ; in the year ending 10th 
October 1839, it was 457,561 gallons. Malt spirits will, therefore, under any cir- 
cumstances, be consumed, and, if not produced by the legal distiller, must be 
obtained from the illicit trader, whose manufacture sells for malt whiskey, and 
who would have an advantage of 5s. per proof gallon, or 200 per cent., over the 
cost of production. Since the advance of duty on March 11th, and the proposed 
repeal of malt drawback in Ireland, 1 believe that quantities of illicit spirit have 
been brought into different towns in the North of Ireland. To this fact a number 
of respectable spirit-dealers can bear testimony, who.se trade has suffered in conse- 
quence ; and I have knoAvn of a quantity of more than 200 gallons being offered 
for sale in one lot. The Commissioners of Excise Inquiry, in their Seventh 
Report, page 72, and Ajipendix, 130, cleai-ly foresaw that in the north of Ireland 
the taste for malt ^vhiskey was likely to increase, wken in conclusion they observe, 
“ we think, however, there can be no doubt that a change in this respect must 
shortly take place in Ireland, more especially in the northern districts, w-liere the 
groat and increasing intercourse with Scotland will probably lead to an assimilation 
of habits ; and that if due encouragement be given to the legal malt distiller, he 
will, as he has done in Scotland, supplant the illicit trader.” After the 1st of 
August, malt spirits in Scotland would be consumed at a duty of is. 4d., viz., 
3^. 8d. spirits and 8cZ. malt; whereas in Ireland malt spirits must he consumed 
at a duty of 5 s., viz., 3s. 8o!. spirits and Is. id. malt. I therefore object to the 
law being different in the two countries ; and jis you deal with the Scotch dis- 
tiller, so deal with us. That the repeal of tlic malt drawback would, in Scotland, 
be attended with the revival of illicit distillation, is to my mind proved by the Com- 
missioners of Excise Inquiry, in their Seventh Report; that report is filled with 
instances of illicit distillation consequent on the partial reduction of the malt 
drawback in 1832, and all these reasons are in my mind equally applicable to 
Ireland. In order to prevent further loss to the revenue, the Commissionei’s con- 
clude their report by recommending “ that an attempt should be made to continue 
to the malt distiller, wherever he may he placed, the advantages he received under 
the Act of 1823, if not entirely, at least to the amount that is now secured to him 
by some improved mode of allowance.” As regards the foreign trade, the repeal 
of the drawback in Ireland would confer on the Scotch distiller the entire 
monopoly, not only in his own, but in all the foreign and colonial markets, while 
he would have equally fr-ee access to, and an advantage in, the Irish market, bj 
being able to work with 20 per cent, less capital than the Irish distiller. I shafi 
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Mr, JoAft Mekn. just make mention of a transaction 17111011 at once shows the injustice of 

• . — depriving the Irish distiller of his export trade: A epirit-inerchaiit in Phila- 

14 June 1842. <ielphia wrote to his agent in Ireland to purchase a quantity of malt spirits 
and ship the spirits at Londonderry, without delay. The order arrived in 
May, and the agent wrote to the Waterside Distillery to know the price of 
malt spirits, and stating, “ in case your answer is not favourable, I must write 
to Paisley.” Now, had the repeal of the malt drawback not been suspended, the 
sale of 1,200 gallons of malt spirits would have been lost by the Irish distiller; 
my opinion, therefore, formed after deliberate consideration, is, that the proposed 
change in the law will, if carried into effect, so depress tbo trade of the malt 
distiller as to make it impossible for him to compete with the illicit distiller; that 
the repeal of the malt drawback at the time when 1 ^. per gallon additional duty 
is imposed on spirits, making altogether a duty equal to 200 per cent, on the cost, 
of the article, will not only be ruinous to the legal distiller, but injurious to the 
revenue, and the export trade of the Irish malt distiller to the colonies and 
foreign countries must altogether cease. 

557. You have stated that you distil generally from here? — Generally from 
here. 

558. What is the proportion of spirit which you are required to produce 
from each bushel of here ? — The proportion is after the rate of two gallons of 
proof spirits for every bushel of barley malted, or one bushel and one-fourth of a 
bushel, and one-fourth part of a gallon of malt made from here only. 

55Q. Are you able to state whether, from the malt grown in your country, you 
are able to produce more than the requisite quantity of spirits? — It depends 
entirely upon the quality of the grain ; the barley grown in the neighbourhood of 
Newtownlemevaddy would produce more than that quantity; but as to the 
principal part of the here that comes from Innisliowen and the village of 
Karndroiia, I am sure it is on an average six jioimds a bushel lighter. 

560. Then the grain which you use principally will not produce the requisite 
quantity of spirits r — Sometimes it does and sometimes it does not, according as 
the quality is good and sufficiently malted or not. 

561. \^at is your usual experience, speaking on the average, taking one year 
with another? — I think the grain has been getting lighter the Ia.st two or three 
years with us, and I believe that is the general impression of the trade. 

562. Then, geneiully speaking, you are not able to produce more than the 
requisite quantity of spirits from a bushel of malt ? — Sometimes more, but gene- 
rally not much more, if it is sufficiently malted ; hero weighing- 42 lbs. a bushel 
and malted down to 33 lbs., I should say \vould produce much about the average 
proportion, and which is about the average weight of here purchased in Karndroiia-. 

563. In each of the years you have referred to, you worked for the malt 
drawback, and you have received the malt drawback? — Yes. 

564. As you have enjoyed the benefit of the malt drawback, what should you 
say was the advantage of it to you as a distiller? — We consider it an advantage 
of at least 20 per cent. 

565. That is, that, by your receiving the malt drawback, it enabled you to 
carry on your trade with 20 per cent, less capital? — Yes, I consider so. 

566. Sir G. Clerk.1 What reason have you to suppose that illicit distillation 
has increased in the last two months ? — From the great falling off* in the sales; 
and, having had reason to go among the customers who have been in the habit of 
purchasing from the distiller)^ I was told by them that they were getting illicit 
whiskey ; they showed it me, and told me the price they had paid for it. 

567. Mr. d'Connell.'] Has Father Mathew got into your neighbourhood? — 
Not much. 

568. Sir G. Cleric.] You yourself know of a quantity of 200 gallons being 
offered at one time for sale, which you believe to have been illicitly-distilled 
spirit ? — Most decidedly. 

369. Do you know, of your own knowledge, that it was illicitly-distilled spirit? 
— ^The per-son that offered it for sale told me that it was so. 

570. Mr. O'Connell.] It was not to you that he offered it for sale ?— No. 

571 - Sir G. Clerk.] Do you know -whetlior it was spirit that had been distilled 
in an unlicensed still, or whether it was an overplus made in a licensed still ? — 
No ; but from the country the spirit came from, I am aware that there was no 
licensed still within 30 miles. 

572. Did you give any information to the Excise that your interest, as a fan* 
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trader, yas likely to Re injured by it ?— I told the collector the fact ; I could not 
g-0 any farther in the matter, being confidentially apprized of it. 

573. Mr. O'Cvnmll.'] Your still is a small one V— It is : ire have three small 
stills. 

574. What is the size of each of them r— The ivash-still is 2,400 gallons and 
the two low wine-stills, one 300, and the other 900. 

^15' You make your own malt? — Entirely. 

576. Yom- iiialt-store is terminated by the kiln-house ? — Yes. 

,'577. The malt-store is beyond the kiln-house ?— Yes. 

578. iJoes your malt-store communicate with your yard?— Tlie malt-room is a 
locked building ; there can be no communication with it, except with the Excise 
lock and key. 

.579. But the room into which you bring the barley to be malted, what is that 
calk'd?— Where the barley undergoes the process of malting, we call it the 
malt-fioor. 

580. The malt-floor communicates immediately with the kiln ?— Yes. ^ 

-581. And the entrance to it is from the yard?— The entrance to the maltiu«v 
premises is from the yard. ° 

.582. You have always some raw gi-ain in those premises? — Always; raw orain,’ 
for the pm-])ose of wetting, for making malt. ° 

. 583. And you screen it there?— We screen it in a store adjoining the maltin» 
premises. ° 

584. In the distillery premises? — In the distillery premises. 

585. Ill the same premises? — In the same premises sometmies. 

586. You screen it in order to have the heavier grain to malt?— Principally to 
take what is called the sturdy out of it — a small grain not much larger than flax 
seed ; it is not barley at all. 

587. Of course the object is to make what you malt heavier, and to use the 
lighter grain when you distil from grain?— Yes. 

588. You use both, and you have both upon the same premises ? — Yes. 

589. Tliere is of course between your malt-store and the kiln a communication 
for the ])urj»ose of putting the malt upon the kiln ? — Yes, a door. 

,590, That door is entirely at your discretion? — The door leading from the malt 
premises to the kiln is entirely. 

591. Mr. O’Brien.} Is the increase of illicit distillation that has recently taken 
place, to be attributed, in your opinion, to the increased duty of a shilling a 
gallon? — To the increased duty of a shilling a gallon, and to the repeal, of the 
malt drawback. 

592. The malt drawback not Laving been repealed has had no effect yet ?— It 
was virtually repealed on the 11th of March; the trade was in such an unsettled 
state that in the case of spirits sent from Scotland, I believe, it was mentioned in 
the invoice, that the dealer purchasing it was subject to the malt drawback being 
charged ; all spirits generally going into consumption in Ireland, fr om the 11th of 
March until two or three weeks ago, were chai’ged at that high i-ate ; the draw- 
back wa.s added to the additional duty. 

593. The duty on raw-gi'ain spirits in Scotland is 3s: Sd., is it not ? — ^Yes. 

. 594. As ill that country, U'hicli is much more mountainous, and many parts of 
it moro remote from towns, and so on, it is found possible to levy a duty of 
3s. S4., ■without endangering any great competition on the part of the illicit dish 
tillei*, ■why should you suppose that the same thing may not be done in Ireland ? 
— Although a duty of 3s. 8c?. is charged in Scotland, still the malt allonauce is to 
be deducted off that, which makes it only 3s. 

595. That observation would not apply to raw-grain spirits? — No. 

; .596. Mr. O'Connell.} Has not your father a brewery as well as a distillery ? 
—Yes. 

597. IIow near to the distillery premises are the brewery premises ? — I should 
think not a mile. 

598. Have you a malt-house also at the brewery ? — A malt-house also at the 
brewery, for the ]rarpose of making malt to be u.sed for beer and ale. 

599. Do you use the same grain in both? — Wot the same description of grain; 
■«’e dways jmrehase heavier grain for making malt for ale, because wc find it of 
advantage not to- purchase heavy gi^ain to be used in the di.stillery, on account of 
not having to pay the deficiency duty ; ■\re consider it, of advantage to use lighter 
grain that will come nearer to the proportion required by the regulations. , 
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600. But the heavier gi'aiii is more usefiil for the brewing? — Yes. 

601. With the advantage of the malt drawback, are you undersold by the 
Scotch distillers in your own neighbourhood ? — Yes, I consider we are undersold 
even with the advantage of the malt drawback. 

602. Sir G. CUrk.l Have you hitherto been undersold? — We have. 

603. Mr. O’Connell.'] Although you have the malt drawback? — Yes ; we can- 
not produce spirits as cheap as the Scotch can. 

604. Do you produce them as good? — We consider them as good, perhaps 
superior. 

605. Then it is not the superior quality that enables the Scotch to undersell 
you in your own neighbourhood ? —We consider it is not. 

606. Is the here which you buy as cheap as barley is in Glasgow? — Yes, very 
often cheaper ; although in the Glasgow mai'ket, at present, barley is cheaper than 
we could purchase it at home. 

607. Does not Derry supply Glasgow with that here to some extent? — Very 
trifling. 

608. But to some extent?— There is very little here exported from Derry, 
perhaps scarcely a cargo in a year, to Campbeltown ; but there are great quantities 
exported from a place called Milford, in the county of Donegal ; we get here from 
there too. 

609. From there, there is a great deal exported to Scotland? — There is, to 
Campbeltown principally. 

6 1 o. What is the expense of the carriage of here from Milford to your dis- 
tillery ? — About the same as to Scotland ; about 9 5. a ton, from that to 10^. 

611. Mr.W. iS- 0'£rien.] What is the price of malt spirits in the Scotch or Irish 
market ? — Malt spirits vary very much in price ; in fact, there is 2 s. difference in 
the price of malt spirits ; malt spirits are sold from 3 ^ . a gallon up to 5 s . ; includ- 
ing the duty, they ai*e from 65. up to 9 s. 

612. Supposing there were no di-awback allowed, what proportion of that gross 

price would be paid to the revenue, either in the shape of duty on spirits or duty 
on malt? — Three and eight-pence, and 1^. 4rf. after the 1st of August, making 
together 5^. ; 5 1 </., I should say. 

613. Do you suppose that the drawback of 8d. is so large a proportion upon that 
amount that the repeal of it would give such a decided encouragement as you 
apprehend to the illicit distiller ? — I couple the advance of the duty with the 
dmwback. 

614. In answer to a former question, you said, that you did not understand why 
there should be more illicit distillation of raw-grain spirits in Ireland than was 
found to be the case in Scotland ; why do you apjmeliend illicit distillation to arise 
in Ireland under the double effect of the increase of the shilling duty and the abo- 
lition of the drawback, when it is not found that any considei-able amount of illicit 
distillation exists in Scotland ? — I can only sj^eak as to the north of Ireland. 

615. Chairman.] You anticipate an injuiious effect to your trade from the 
recent change in the law? — Yes. 

616. Both from the additional duty and the repeal of the drawback? — Both 
fi-om the additional duty and the repeal of the drawback. 

617. From whatquai'ter do you expect that injury to come ; from increased com- 
petition from Scotland, or from increased illicit distillation ? — From the increase of 
illicit distillation principally. 

618. The export from Scotland will be checked by the repeal of the drawback, 
will it not ?— I should hope it will be, but I rather fear not. 

6ig. You say that at present, with the drawback, the Scotch malt distiller 
undersells you in your own neighbourhood? — He does. 

620. Mr; O’Connell] You calculate the cost of the proof gallon at 3s. 2d. ; 
then 25 per cent, over would add one-fourth to that ; that would be per 

gallon? — About 85. 

. 62 1 . Are you not awai‘e that the Scotch distillers sell that very same whiskey 
25 over proof at 3s. 6c?. in the Irish market? — I am aware that they sell whiskey 
of that strength, but 1 cannot say that the quality is so good. 

622. But still the strength is the same ? — It is, and it is sold as malt whiskey. 

623. Sir i?. Fejyuson.] Is there not a great difference in the price of producing 
malt whiskey at one distillery and at another according to the size of the dis- 
tillery ?-— I suppose there is. 

624. Mr. O’Connell.] Can you at all account for it how, if there was not some- 

advantage 
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advantage to the Scotch distillers bj way of abuse of the malt drawback, they 
could inahe whiskey at 25 oyer proof and sell it at 3 s. &d. ?— I have often won- 
dered at that. 

*1 ** cannot account for it ?— I cannot account for it ; I have heard 

the distillers of Ireland say they were in the habit of committing frauds in Scot- 
land on the drawback, but I know no instance of it of my own knowledge. 

— I caiiiiot* account for their selling so cheap upon any fair principle ? 

627. Sft G. Clra-lt.] Do you know what .sized stills the distillers use who sell 
spirits at that low price ?— They are large distillers ; I am aware of the fact that 
some distillers in Scotland do not sell cheaper than we do. 

628. The l^ge distillers, then, undersell the small distillers, although the spirit 

may not be of equal quality ?— Yes, either the malt distiller or the large raw- 
gi*am distiller. ® 

629. There is more economy in the material used in a large distillery ?~Yes. 

030. But the advantage which the small distiller possesses is in producing 

spmt of superior quality ?- Yes ; hut I do not think a large malt distilled 
couk enable a man to produce malt whiskey at a much cheaper rate than a small 
malt distillery. 

Captain Jones.'^ Have your communications with Mr. Farrar and Mr 
MUibhon, and one or two other malt distillers, enabled you to state to the Com- 
mittee whether they agree with you in the opinion that malt spirits may be pro- 
duced at the low price you have mentioned ’—They agree so far that they are not 
able to produce it at that price. 

632. J?hey state that they cannot produce malt spirits at the same low price 
which you do ? — Decidedly. 

. ^ 33 * Mr. 0 ConnellJ\ The quantity that you make in a year is about the quan- 
tity that would be made by a great distilleiy, such as that of Mackenzie & Com- 
pany, at Belfast, in a fortnight ? —I should suppose so ; I am not exactly aware of 
the quantity, but their works are so large that I suppose it would be so. 

034.^ Mr. W, S. O Brien."] Do you feel any inconvenience from the excise 

regulations enforced in the distilleries, in consequence of the drawback ? We 

consider them very stringent ; if we were sure that illicit distillation could he sup- 
pressed, we would prefer to work without the drawback, they are attended with 
so many inconveniences. 

635. Mr. Grogan.] Is your principal apprehension of the increase of illicit dis- 
tillation from the new shilling duty? — That and the ad>'antages that the distiller in 
bcotland would have over the malt distiller in Ireland. 

636. What advantage would he have if he has to repay the 8 a gaUon before 
he can bnng it into consumption in Ireland ?— I have taken a different view of it ; 
that It IS not the Scotch distiller that will pay it; it is the Irish consumer that will 
pay It ; because the Scotch distiller will sell his whiskey at the same price as before, 
but the purchaser, in taking it out for consumption in Ireland, will have to pay 
8 d. for every proof gallon, and charge the consumer in Ireland with it The 
Scotch distiller may bond liis whiskey and obtain the di-awback, and have the 
benefit of the money. If he takes it out for home consumption, he is not to repay 

exports it to the colonies ; but if the spirit-dealer in Ireland purchases it 
of him, he has not to repay it, but the spirit-dealer in Ireland must put his hand 
into his pocket to repay it. 

637. Is it not the same to the purchaser whether he pays the Sd. to the 
distiller in the increased price, or whether he pays less price, and 8 d. also to the 
Excise ? — It is the same. 

638. You stated that there was a variance of 3 s-. in the price of malt whiskey 

at different times; as all malt spirits are supposed to be made under the same 
regulations and with equal care, how can you account for the difference in price ? 
—-All malt spirits are not made with the same care ; a distiller working with small 
stills does not get the same produce from the malt that a distiller working -svith 
large stills will get. ° 

639. He gets a better quality and a higher price ? — Yes. 

640. Will that make a difference of 3 s. in the gallon?— No, it would not; 
the person that gets the high price gets it principally from private gentlemen, who 
do not care much what price they pay. 

641. Do you conceive that that great difference in the price, by which the 
Scotch distiller is enabled to undersell you, may be accounted for by the mixture 
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of taw grain in tlie -whiskey ? — That could not account for so great a difference f 
if the distiller used any thing but malt, it would enable him to sell his whiskey 
much cheaper by obtaining the drawback on grain. 

642. As a practical man, did that ever enter into your consideration as one of 
the reasons w’hy Scotch whiskey could be sold so much cheaper in Ireland than 
you can afford to sell it ? — I have often thought that spirit coming from Scotland 
under the name of malt spirit, was not altogether malt, from the low price at 
which it came in ; but I had no means of knowing that they use raw grain. 

643^ But it would be a reasonable way of accounting for the difference?— I 
have heard it accounted for in that way. 

644. Sir G. Clerk.'] You have stated that you would have no objection to have 
the drawback on malt done away with if you were not afraid of competition with 
the illicit distiller in Ireland ? — And the distiller in Scotland also; I consider 
that he would have an advantage of that kind. 

645. Would the Scotch distiller have an advantage equal to that -v\-liich he now 
possesses if he were obliged to refund the drawback before ho sends the spirits to 
Ireland ?— By no means so great an advantage. 

646. Therefore, as fai- as the Scotch distiller is concerned, your trade is not likely 
to be so much injured by the Scotch distiller as you think it is now if the drawback 
were done away ? — When he is able to send in his -whiskey at present so much 
less than we can manufacture it, for I think he would still be able to send it in. 

647. Notwithstanding he was obliged to repay the 8rf. a gallon ? — Yes. 

64c!. But your principal ground of apprehension is, the increase of illicit dis- 
tillation f — Yes. 

649. If you could be certain that the increased vigilance of the revenue police 
would he sufficient to put down illicit distillation, you wovild prefer to have the 
drawback abolished ? — Abolished in both countries ; I would not wish to have one 
law for Scotland and another for Ireland in that respect. 

6,50. Can it affect you if the law exists in Scotland, confined to spirits used in 
Scotland?— I consider it hard that the consumer in Scotland should be able to 
consume his whiskey 8^?. a gallon cheaper than the consumer in Ireland ; that is 
the advantage that the drawback -would put into the hands of the Scotch distiller. 

651. That might benefit the Scotch distiller in his own market, but how would 
it injure the Irish distiller in the Irish market? — It would give him the monopoly 
of his o^vn market ; if the Irish malt distiller had a large quantity of malt spirits* 
to sell, ■ which he was obliged to sell, and be could not get it sold in Ireland, he 
could not get it into Scotland ; and if he wished to go to the colonies, he would' 
be undersold there again. 

652. Mr. O'ConntlL] Did you ever know malt whiskey sent to Scotland from 
Ireland ? — Yes. 

6,^3. What quantity?— A very small quantity ; the law compelling the Irish 
distiller to pay the duty before he sends it to Scotland -would prevent it. I have 
heard a Scotch brewer, who managed our work, state that he thought he could 
command a better pi-ice in Scotland for the whiskey manufactured at Waterside 
Di.stillery than could be obtained in Ireland if it were not for that. 

6.54. Arc you able to state the relative consumption in the north of Ireland 
between malt -whiskey and grain whiskey ? — I am not able to state the exact 
quantity; but I am a-ware of the fact, that there has been a great increase in the 
consLimiition of malt spirits in the north of Ireland, and a falling off in the con- 
sumption of grain spirits. 

635. From the loose manner in which your premises are conducted, are you 
liable to subject yourselves to seizure and to suits for penalties ? — I rather fear 
that point is not perfectly understood. 

656. In fact, have you been liable to either seizure or suits for penalties by the 
Excise.^ — Never at anytime; I consider that merely for having grain on the 
premises we should not be liable ; what we understand by grain that would make 
us liable to prosecutions is grist prepared for mashing ; that is what the Excise- 
■would take advantage of. 

^57- Mr. M. GFerralL] You have not been detected in any fraud? — Not at 
a-ny time. 

. 658. Sir G. C/er/iT.] Are you aware whether Mr. Ferrar would be of the same 
opinion you have expressed, that, owing to the stringent nature of the regulations’ 
under which the malt distiller works, he' would prefer that the drawback should 
be removed, and that he should be allowed to distil under the same regulations as 
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t!ie grain distiller ? — I think he wo.ukl, if the drawback were abolished altogether 
both in Scotland and in Ireland. 

• 659. If the drawback were abolished, you think it would be of advantage to be 
relieved from the regulations of the Excise upon the subject ? — I would consider 
that a reduction of the malt duty equivalent to the drawback would be preferable 
in evei7 point of view; but I do consider that nothing but cheap malt whiskey 
going into the market in the north of Ireland would be able to suppress illicit 
distillation. 

^ 660. You have stated that the 200 gallons of illicit whiskey, which you men- 
tioned, must have been produced in an illicit still, becaxrsc there was no licensed 
distillery in that locality; what locality was that? — It camo principally from the 
country I vtos mentioning that shipped off the here to Campbeltown: I consider 
tliat whiskey was made principally in tlie mountains, near Milford, in the county 
of Donegal. 

661. Where were those spirits offered for sale? — Tliey were offered for sale in 
Londonderry. 

662. Do you know whether they came by land or by water? — I suppose they 
came altogether by land. 

663. Mr. O'ConnelL'] Mr. Eerrar, of Coleraine, is a malt distiller r—He is. 

• 664. You said that he would be satisfied if the malt drawback was done away in 
Scotland as well as in Ireland ? — He expressed himself that he would be better; 
satisfied if the malt drawback was done away in Scotland as w-ell as in Ireland. 

• 665. Do you know whether he would be desirous to have the malt drawback- 

done away in Ireland, although it were not done away in Scotland ? — BIr. Fenar' 
being at one time a raw-grain distiller himself^ he used many arguments against 
the drawback; and I consider that he w’ould rather see it abolished in both 
countries. , 

f)66. Are you acquainted with his handwriting? — I am. 

667. Will. you look at that letter— [« letter being shown to the Witness'] ; — do 
you believe that to be his handwriting? — Yes. 

[The same was read, as follows:] 

“ Dear Sir, “ Coleraine, 1st June 1842. 

“ I received yours of May 28, and think the Irish distillers, both grain and malt, should 
be perfectly satisfied if the Scotch malt distillers vpere only allowed to make spirits under 
the drawback regulations for home consumption, which you state is the view Mr. Coffey 
takes of the question. Certainly some evasion might still be practised in the way of shipping 
malt spirits to this country under a raw-grain permit ; but still the chanse would be so im- 
portant, that I think we should be contented with it. I by no means wish for the restora- 
tion of the drawback here. It is not my mtention to be in London next week. 

“ Very sincerely yours, 

“ Mich^ Ferrar." 

6GS. That is an unequivocal expression of his wish, Is it not? — I consider 
it is. 

. 669. Captain Jo 7 ies.] The declaration to you on the part of Blr. Ferrar was, 
that he was desirous of being dealt with as the Scotch distiller? — Yes, he came 
over to London upon that ground. 

670. All that you desire is, that you should be dealt with as the Scotch dis- 
tiller ? — Yes. 

671. B'lr. O'Conyiell] All the distillers in Ireland would like that the .draw- 
back should be repealed in >Scotlaud as well as in Ireland? — Yes, I beUeve all the 
distillers in Ireland are of that opinion. 

672. BIr. Grggan.] Prior to the present law taking away the malt drawback,, 
was illicit distillation perfectly suppressed in your district? — I consider it was; 
I had not heard of any great quantity of illicit spirits till after the 11th of 
March, when this additional duty and the repeal of the drawback was laid on by 
the spirit-dealers upon the consumers in the north of Ireland. 

673. Do you consider that the quantity of malt spirits that you and other malt 
distiliers have been in the habit of making was sufficient to supply the demand of. 
those who wanted malt spirits, and thereby to put down illicit distillation? — That 
and the Scotch imports, by giving malt whiskey at a low rate to the people. 

674. It appears that in 1836 there were 69,000 gallons of malt spirits distilled 
at your distillery, and that the quantity has continually decreased since that period, 
and it would appear that the quantity of malt spirits imported from Scotland into 
Ireland has increased during the same period ; can you reconcile those two facts?. 
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— In tlae year ending lOtli of October 1840, the quantity made was 41 OOO 
gallons ; but in the year ending 10th of October 1841, it was 37,000 gallons • *and 
in the present year up to the 2d of June, including the time the distillery was 
silent in March and April, the quantity made was 29,000 gallons ; but 1 consider 
from the demand which there was up to the 11th of March, this year would have 
been the largest amount of malt spirits sent into consumption. 

675 . Captain Jones.'\ What is the year in which you distilled the largest 
quantity of malt spirits ? — The year- ending the 10th of October 1836. 

676 . Can you state what quantity of raw-grain spirits you distilled in the same 
year? — In the year ending the 10th of October 1836, there was no grain 
manufactured in our distillery at all. 

677 . In other years you have manufactured raw-grain spirits ? — Yes. 

678 . You stated that it was necessary for you to distil raw-grain spirits occa- 
sionally, in order to get rid of your light grain ; can you state in the year 1836 
when you manufactured raw-malt spirits alone, what was the quality of the barley 
of that year, and what was the quality of the malt r — I consider that in that year 
the grain was both cheap and good. 

679 . And therefore it was to your advantage to make malt spirits that year? 

Yes, decidedly. 

680 . Mr. Grogan.] Your rettun appears to show generally a decreasing 
amount since 1836; was the cause of the decrease an inability on the part of the 
distillery to dispose of any extra quantity of spirits which they might have 
made supposing they had made it ; was it that the market was stocked by other 
distillers or by the Scotch ? — I should say by the Scotch. 

681 . You say that they can undersell you in your own market about b^d. 
a gallon ?— Yes. 

682 . Then surely you have no great interest in the continuance of the exist- 
ing system which has enabled them to cut down your distillation from 69,000 
gallons to 37,000 ? — I would be an advocate for any system that would tend 
to keep the Scotch distiller out of the Irish market to a certain extent, for I 
consider that he has tlie entire monopoly of it in the way of malt whiskey. 

^ 683 . Mr. O'Connell.] Would not the change proposed put you in a better 
situation than you are now in ? — Were it not for the illicit distiller. 

684 . Mr. G7'ogan.] Have you reason to imagine, that from the improvements 
in^ the revenue regulations there were great impediments thrown in the way of 
illicit distillation in the year 1836 1 — From any knowledge I have in our own 
neighbourhood, I think there is less revenue police now than I remember myself; 
I think I remember more, even when illicit distillation was not to such an extent ; 
now there is no party of revenue police in Derry, and none within 10 miles. 

6 S 5 . Do you apprehend that there is an insufficiency of revenue police in that 
part of the country?— I am aware of a great increase of illicit distillation, which 
cannot be attributed to any thing but the high price of duty-paid whiskey in addi- 
tion to the repeal of the drawback. 

686 . Is it a fact, that under the existing sy.stem the Scotch can undersell you 
to the extent of 5^d. a gallon in your own market ? — There are different qualities 
of whiskey in the maiket^ but at present the Scotch whiskey undersells ours. 

^ 687 * Mr. Campbell.] How much could the illicit distiller undersell you? — He 
has an advantage of 5^. per gallon; 200 per cent. 

688 . Captain Jones.] The last item hi the account you have handed in is not a 
full years account? Not more than five months; the trade has increased con- 
sidei-ably this last year; I consider that the falling off in the consumption of grain 
whiskey in the neighbourhood had increased the sale of malt whislcey. 

689 . If that had been a full year’s return, and the consumjitioii of the year had 
gone on at the same rate for the whole year, it would not have shown that dimi- 
nution ( — I think it would have shown an increase upon the year. 

690 . Mr. Grogan^ Do you distil the entire year round? — Not the entire year; 
in the months of J uly, August and September there is very little whiskey distilled 
except there is a demand for it ; it all depends upon the demand ; we would distil 
the whole year if there was a demand. 

^ 691 . This Return is from 25th October 1841 to 2d June 1842,” consequently 
it 18 the entire distillery year, with the exception of the three months in which 
you say you make hut little ? — If the demand had continued, as it appeared likely 
to do this year, I have no reason to think that we should stop at all, at least up 
to August. ^ 

692 . Captain 
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692. Captain Jones.] Then if you had not been checked by the proposed altera- 
tions in the law, you think the quantity of spirits you would have produced would 
have been larger than in the preceding year* ? — I am decidedly of opinion that it 
would ; there is one fact I wish to mention with respect to illicit distillation ; I 
have been speaking to the agents who purchase here in the neighbourhood for 
our distilleiy, and they stated that the country people were buying it up to make 
into illicit whiskey ; that they, therefore, could not get any. 

693. Mr. M. O’Ferrall^ At what period of the year was tliat ? — Since the 11th 
of March. 

694. Are the Irish farmers in the habit of keeping here in stock to the 11th of 
March? — Great numbers do ; those that are able to hold it over. 



Jovis, 16“ die Junii, 1842. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Captain Jones. 

Mr. Kemble. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. W. O’Brien. 

JOHN YOUNG, 



Mr. M. O’Ferrall. 

Sir R. Ferguson. 

Sir Thomas Hepburn. 
Mr. O’Connell, 

Sir George Clerk. 

Esq., in the Chair. 



Mr. John Mehan further Examined, as follows : 

695. Captain Jones.'] DO you wish to make any explanation to the Committee 
of some of the answers you gave the last day you were examined? — Yes; in 
No. 512, I was asked, “What is the description of grain you distil from?” 
The answer is, “ Barley principally ; altogether from barley.” I should have said 
here principally ; the barley of the country is termed here ; “ here principally ; 
altogether here.” 

696. You wish to say that you distil from here? — Yes. 

697. And that here is known by the name of barley in your country ? — Yes. 

698. Mr. O’Connell.] When you used the word barley in your evidence, you 
meant here ? — Yes ; I never mentioned it, I believe, in any other place. 

699. Mr. O^FerralL] Do you never use barley in distilling? — No. 

700. Captain Jones.] Is there any other answer upon which you wish to give 
an explanation? — Yes, upon Question 584; the Question 582 is, “You have 
always some raw gi’ain in those premises?” the answer is, “Always raw grain, 
for the purpose of wetting for making malt.” 583 is, “ And you screen it there ?” 
“ We screen it in the store adjoining the malting premises.” 584, the question 
is, “ That is in the distillery premises r” the answer is, “ In the distillery pre- 
mises ;” that is altogether a mistake ; I should have answered, “ in the malting 
premises ;” it is impossible to have raw grain on the distillery premises in apply- 
ing for the drawback. 

701. Mr. O'Connell.] Do you not see the question repeated more distinctly, “ In 
the same premises?” and your answer is, “The same premises?”— That applies 
to the malting premises ; it is impossible to have raw grain upon the distilleiy 
premises without subjecting yourself to a penalty. 

702. Mr. Grogan.] Your malting and distillery premises form part and parcel 
of the same work ? — Yes. 

703. Your distillery premises are at one side, and your malting premises at 
the other? — Yes. 

704. You inferred that the question referred to the whole premises? — Yes; in 
529 the question is, “ Can you have raw grain upon your distillery premises at 
the time you enter to distil from malt ?” the answeris, “ No, we cannot.” 

705. Captain Jones.] Then you wish to abide by that answer, and your 
answer to 584 seems to have been mistaken ; it was your intention there to say 
that you had the raw grain upon your malting premises ? — Yes, but not upon 
the distillery premises. 

706. Mr. Grogan.] You state that you distil principally from here ? — Yes. 

707. Is there not a different duty upon here and barley ?— Yes. 

708. What duty do you pay upon your malt ?— Two shillings a bushel, and five 

per cent. . , . ' 

709. Has there been any change in the supervision of your distillery ; is there 
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a smaller number of officers there now than there was at any former period?'— 
No, it is just the same. •. 

710. How many have you? — Two division officers, and one assistant ; with a 
supervisor, who surveys daily. 

Colonel William Brereton Examined, as follows : ^ 

711. C/iamnan.] YOU are the chief inspector of tlie revenue police in Ireland? 
— I am. 

712. You are aware that a proposition has been made to repeal the malt draw- 
bach in Ireland, and that, in consequence of a statement made by certain parfe, 
the repeal has been suspended for a limited penod ? — I am. 

713. It has been stated, that the repeal of the malt drawback will seriously injure, 
the revenue j what is your opinion on that point?— I cannot conceive that the 
repeal of the malt drawback in Ireland will do so ; I do not at all understand why 
it should do so ; there are only three malt distillers, and those upon a very small 
scale. I believe in Ireland their individual interests might possibly be injured, but 
the general question of the revenue in Ireland I do not at all conceive would be 
affected by the repeal of the malt drawback in Ireland ; moreover I do not think 
that there would be a less quantity ofmalt spirits distilled in Ireland by the licensed 
distillers if the malt drawback were removed, than has been distilled before. I 
understand that they universally complain of the onerous restrictions of the malt 
drawback regulations, and that a great many of those who do now distil from 
malt, do so without claiming the drawback. 

714. Mr. Campbell.] To avoid those restrictions ? — Yes. 

715. Cliah'man.] Then it is your opinion that the repeal of the drawback 
would rather have the effect of increasing the manufacture of spirits from malt 
than diminishing it? — Yes ; at least I cannot conceive that it will diminish it. ' 

716. As to its effect upon illicit distillation, what opinion have you formed?, 
— The additional temptation, by the withdrawal of the malt drawback, would be 
so very little, that I do not tliink it could have any effect upon illicit distillation,^ 
either in the w'ay of increasing it, or even having a tendency to increase it. 

717. Is it your opinion that the system of allowing drawback for malt affords 
an opportunity for fraud ? — I have always heard that it is very easy of evasion 
wffien malt is ground.” 1 am speaking from the information of others, for of 
course I cannot be supposed to understand it technically; but when malt 
and raw grain are ground together, I understand that it is almost impossible ,to 
discover the difference ; I mean malt for the purpose of distilling. 

718. Then, according to information which you receive, it is your opinion 
that allowing a drawback does afford a facility for fraud ? — A great lacility tor 

719. That was the opinion of the Committee that sat in 1831 ? — Yes. 

720. They recommended that in any reduction or repeal of the malt drawback^ 
great precautions should be talven to prevent the revival of illicit distillation? — . 
Since then there have been great additional precautions taken. I knew nothing 
of Ireland, in reference to the revenue laws, until October 1836, when I com- 
menced the command of the revenue police, and re-organizcd it upon a new and' 
another system ; and the system I consider now to be altogether so totally, 
improved and different from what it then \vas, that I think the revenue police is 
fully able to cope with, however great, increased efforts to revive illicit distillation.' 

721. You have had six yeai-s’ experience in Ireland ? — Yes. 

722. From that six years of experience it is j^our opinion tliat you are able to 
cope with any increase of illicit distillation whicli may be supposed to arise from 
the repeal of the malt draw'hacli ? — Yes, wherever tlie revenue police exist, and., 
upon the system that has been established ; and should it show any tendency' 
to increase elsewhere, tlie extension of the same system, I think, will meet it 
throughout all Ireland ; tlie Government, of course, wdll be prepared, under the. 
necessity of the case, when it sliall ai’ise to increase the revenue police and to 
extend the system, and the doing so wiU take a very short period ; therefore there 
can be no sort of apprehension, I think , entertained. 

723. Have you recently taken any additional precautions?—! have not 
increased the force, but I have taken increased precautions. 

724. Was that in. consequence of any information that you received of an 
increase of illicit distillation ? — Simply from 'what I should call a veiy insane 
feeling of certain persons in Ireland as to the increase of illicit distilla- 
tion. I have received all sorts of wild informations and statements as to illicit- 

distillation 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




COMMITTEE ON THE TRADE OF SPIRITS IN IRELAND. 41 

distillation existing in the county of Derry and the county of Donegal ; there is Col. Brereton. 

a gentleman, who will perhaps be examined in this room, I do not know him, I 

do not even know his name, but he was introduced to me, and he said, “ Colonel iS June 184a. 
Brereton, I can assure you that illicit distillation prevails to a most enormous 
degree in the county of Derry at present ; I know at this moment, at least I 
have had information as to the existence of 500 gallons of illicit spirits in a dep6t 
in the north of Ireland.” I was in the outer room there ; a pen and ink were 
upon tire table ; I said I was very much obliged to him ; I knew he was a dis- 
tiller, and that his interests and mine were in some degree identical ; his to 
avoid competition with illicit distillers, and mine to protect the revenue ; and that 
if he would tell me who was the person who had that dep6t, and where it was, 
from that table I would write, and probably, by return of post, I should receive 
information of the whole being seized. He told me that he neither knew the name 
of the person, nor what the town was ; so much for the wild information as to the 
existence of illicit distillation. I must confess that I feel this strongly, because 
it is in some sort an imputation upon me and my measures, and Upon the corps 
which I have organized. 

725. Have you received any information of illicit distillation having been 
commenced ?-— Only by those mid vague stories from people who cannot tell me 
the name or the place. 

726. Mr. O’Conne/l.] Nothing that you could trace out ? — No ; the chairman 
of the Board of Excise some time ago received from an honourable Member of the 
House of Commons a statement that, from such a place, to such a place, which is 
in Ennischowen, in the county of Donegal, — I forget now the exact details, for 
the letter has passed out of my hand, — hut that, in point of fact, illicit distillation 
existed to a veiy alarming degree. It was in the range of a party of revenue police j 
it therefore implied that the officer of that party ought to have been dismissed by 
return of post, if it were so proved ; however, I ordered a general search of the 
whole island, as I may term it, of Ennischowen ; it is a peninsula, with a dia- 
meter of perhaps 18 miles; I had it traversed by four parties ; they searched 
every house almost where it was possible that the thing could have existed, and 
not a trace of illicit distillation was discovered upon this information ; or rather 
I should correct myself, and say that there was a trace, but proving still more 
strongly that illicit distillation did not then exist ; it was an old disused stiU 
that was found in a ditch, and that had not been used for a great many years. 

No names were mentioned then ; if there had been, I should of course have pro- 
ceeded to the houses of the persons where those stills, &c. were stated to be 
used. 

727. Sir G. When was tliis representation made? — I cannot state the 

day upon which the communication was made, but I can state that the very day 
when I received the information I ordered the search ; the search took place in 
the first fortnight of February last ; therefore before the imposition of the shilling 
duty, of which so much has been said. 

728. Have similar representations been made to you in formeryears, as well as 
the present? — Constantly; I have a letter in my pocket from a gentleman at 
Derry ; his name is Allen ; it is dated the 11th of April 1838, and it is one of 
seven letters that have been received from him since I took the command of the 
revenue police ; it is addressed to the Lords of the Treasury ; upon this I made a 
general search, and I found that it was greatly exaggerated, if not altogether 
groundless, because I do not at all mean to say that there are no traces of illicit 
distillation ; all I do say is, that we keep it under so entirely as that it shall not 
affect the revenue, or even be a municipal question. This is what he says : — “ My 
Lords, We are inundated with illicit whiskey ; there is nothing in the county of 
Donegal sold but such whiskey. The north and west are all in a blaze, parti- 
cularly where the poteen is made ; and even here in the city of Derry, as every 
day the town is full of carriers, selling to all private families. In truth, the trade 
is not protected ; the police were taken from the north iast year, and have not 
been replaced. The Excise must largely suffer by it. Any information your 
Lordships may require from me will be given, and I pray you will instantly attend 
to the replacing of the revenue police in the county of Derry. I have not known 
more illicit whiskey made for years than within the last two months.” Then, on 
the opposite side of the page, there is another letter “ This moment Mr. Cath- 

cart, an excise officer at distillery, eight miles from Derry, county 

of Donegal, has stated that eight horses, with twenty loads of whiskey, each two 
loads, passed him at one time a few days ago ; that there is no poUce within a 
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great distance, and that lie understands that illicit whiskey is made ail about the 
county ; hut, my Lords, there is no prevention to its being made in the whole 
of the county of Donegal.” And that is dated the same date, the 11th of April 

729. That letter appears to be addressed to the Lords of the Treasury; was 
it referred to you by the Treasury, or the Board of Excise? — It was referred to 
the Board of Excise, and thence to me. 

730. What steps did you talte upon receiving that letter ? — I immediately made 
a rigid search, and found, what I know has ever been the case, that occasionally 
there a horse-load of whiskey will make its way into the interior of the country, 
but not to the extent that is here stated, or to the extent which has been lately 
stated ; I know, and am free to confess I knew, that, not a very long time 
ago, (and indeed a prosecution is now outstanding upon that,) spirits were taken 
into Derry, and there sold at 9 s. a gallon ; at least showing that the illicit distil- 
lation can hardly compete, I think, with the legal distillation. 

731. Have any other representations of a similar nature been made with refe- 
rence to the extent of illicit distillation in that district between 1 838 and the 
present year ?— This is one of seven from the same gentleman, who is a dealer 
in the town of Deny. 

732. Mr. Kemble.'] Did you ascertain from Mr. Cathcart whether that state- 
ment vdtli respect to him was correct ? — I forget whether I did or not, but I 
took every means to ascertain the truth or otherwise of this letter, and I found 
that at least it was greatly exaggerated. 

733. Chah'man.] Hav^ you received other applications of a similar nature 
from other parties ? — Yes, from a great many persons, but always in Derry ; 
there was one, a spirit retailer upon a very large scale, who lives within a few 
doors of this gentleman, Mr. Allen ; they are in communication and connexion ; 
he has very frequently since that period said the same tiling. 

734. Sir George Cler'k.] Have you ever made any discoveries of illicit stills 
in consequence of information so given? — I do not think that I have ever 
done so. 

735. Has the information ever been sufficiently distinct to enable you to do 
so ? — Never ; this Mr. Allen very recently, since the imposition of the shilling 
duty, addressed a letter to the Lords of the Treasury, which was sent in the usual 
manner to me, and I remarked upon some of his statements ; but to suppose that 
horse-loads of whiskey, as he stated, could be offered in a great town like Derry 
for sale pubhcly, implies that every excise officer ought to be swept off the list, 
and has neglected his duty. With regard to Mr. Allen, or any body else, as a 
distiller, it is his interest surely as much as it is mine, at any rate to go to the 
collector or to the excise officer, and say, “ Here is so and so happening ; these 
people are competing with my trade unlawfully ; it is my interest you should 
know this,” and give them such information as would enable them to seize. It 
seems to be forgotten that no spirits can paas in a quantity greater than a gallon, 
but a permit is necessary ; it is the duty of every officer to stop all spirits in 
transitu, and demand a permit ; and how, therefore, could 200 gallons be 
offered for sale in the town of Derry which had not a permit. 

736. It is stated in the letter which you read, that in consequence of the 
removal of tire revenue police from the county of Donegal, the illicit distillation 
had increased ; was any part of the revenue police moved from that county at 
that time? — Not in my time ; not since the year 1830, certainly. 

737. Sir Robert Fert/uson.] Has there been any change in the position or 
strength of parties in it ? — There has been one trifling change ; I moved a party 
from Rutland to Dunglo, a distance of two miles ; here is a map, giving the 
stations of the revenue police, by wlucli it will be seen that the county of Derry 
and the county of Donegal together have nearly a tliird of the whole revenue 
force in Ireland. 

738. Sir George Clerk.] Are you able to state whether illicit distillation has 
increased or not since the year 1838 ? — Here is a return which will show whether 
it has or has not ; I can only judge by the detections, and that though a horse-load 
of whiskey may probably have made its way from the islands which are off the 
west coast of Donegal into Derry, yet still 1 do not think that illicit distillation 
prevails in any thing like the degree that has been stated ; here is a statement 
of all seizures and detections, and prosecutions, convictions, &c. &c. tliat have 
taken place, bringing it down to the day of my quitting Dublin, which is the 
28th ot May ; and I beg to observe, that the year ending the 28th of May, iS 
almost the same as if the year was put down ending the 10th of October, because 
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after this period there can be no illicit distillation, or none of any importance, Col. JV Brereton 
inasmuch as malting cannot exist, and all illicit distillation is from malt. -1-J 

16 June 1842 . 

[The Witness delivered in a Paper, whichis as follows i] 



an account of Seizures and Detections made by the Revenue Police from 11 October 1 836 to 28 May 1843 . 
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739. S>\x Robert Ferguson.'] Is there no malting in September or October? — 
None in September ; I am speaking of the year ending the 10 th of October. 

740. Sir George Clerk.] Will you state how your parties of police are sta- 
tioned, and the arrangements you make to prevent illicit dist^ation? — The 
whole corps is divided into 18 parts; each part is called a division, and it con- 
sists of four parties ; each party is commanded by an officer, a lieutenant, with 
the exception of one, which is commanded by an officer inferior to a lieutenant, 
and at that one the sub-inspector, who commands the whole division, is sta- 
tioned, and is responsible for the suppression of illicit distillation throughout the 
whole of his division, as is each officer of a party responsible to him, the sub- 
inspector, for keeping illicit distillation under, within the range of his party ; 
nearly a third of the whole revenue police of Ireland is stationed in the counties 
of Derry and Donegal, including two, or even three, that are not exactly in 
Donegal, but so completely on the verge of it that they extend their range into 
Donegal. 

741. What is the distance between the various stations in that district of 
country ? — There is a scale, I cannot precisely call it to my recollection but by 
comparison with the rest of Ireland; you whl see that they are seldom more 
than half the distance, one from the other, that they are in some other parts of 
Ireland. 

742. Is there any difficulty in the parties perambulating the whole of that 
distance in the course of the day? — None, because they have to extend their 
range from one party to another party midway ; they are so placed that half the 
range between two parties is the whole range of one party ; the most distant 
amongst them there is that between Dunglo and Gortahurk, opposite those 
islands that are the great offenders, where illicit distillation prevails to a certain 
degree ; that distance is about 14 Irish miles, therefore the range of each party is 
seven miles, which I consider nothing. 

743. Sir R. F^gusoni] Have you had any application to put the parties nearer 
to each other in that particular locality ? — If I had, I should not have considered 
it necessary ; but I do not recollect any application to put them nearer, though 
I may have had applications to put other parties. 

744. Have you had applications to put on parties, or to change the situation 
of them? — Yes; I have had repeated applications to change parties, and 
very seldom a long period elapses without the occurrence of such apphcations. 
The reason is this : the revenue police expends 800 /. a year, which, in the httle 
hamlet in which it is placed, is of course a great advantage ; and wherever there 
is the least excuse, and indeed without any excuse, a gentleman ovTiing a little 
village in Ireland, perhaps, is very desirous of getting a party placed there, upon 
the slightest reason that he can give for so placing them. 

745. You mentioned a memorial from Mr. AUen to the Treasurj’-, complaining, 
in 1838 , of the great extent of illicit distillation in spirits carried into Derry ; 
are you aware that it appears by this report that the number of gallons of illicit 
spirits seized in the year 1838 was rather more than double the quantity seized 

0.62. F 2 in 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



44 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 



Co], W. Brereton. in 1837, and treble the quantity seized in 1839 ? — I am quite aware of that but 

— all does not apply to Mr. Allen’s particular district, which is only a very small 

i6 June 1842. portion of Ireland ; I am quite aware that in the second of the years which are 

there named, 1838, a great many more detections took place ; but I have also 
attributed that, not to the increase of illicit distillation in Ireland, but to the 
revenue police having better understood the regulations which were established 
for their observance and operations ; an{) from that year I fancy you will find 
that it has decreased in a considerable degree. 

746. Chairman.'] The increase in that year you attribute to the precautions 
that were then taken ? — In the first year the revenue police was not completely 
organized ; many obstacles presented themselves to me in doing it ; I had to 
get rid of many inefficient persons, persons who had originally been very impro- 
perly appointed, upon whom no dependence could be placed ; during the first 
year I worked pretty hard and got rid of all I could, and always, I hope, on 
just grounds ; and the consequence was, we had the corps in 1838 much better 
organized, and the regulations for their operations were better understood and 
better carried into effect. 

747. Sir G. Clerh.] Is the force now so organized as to render it impossible 
for an increase of illicit distillation to take place without your being cognizant 
of it 1 —I think so. 

748. Sir R. Ferguson.] But that which I want to draw your attention to is 
this, that at the time when you received that application from Mr. Allen, it appears 
that, whether you look at the seizures or the convictions, the numbers are treble 
in that year what they have been any year since ?— I beg to say that that is a 
misapprehension ; that year is made up to the 1 1th of October; Mr Allen’s letter 
was dated the 11th of April. 

749. But that April is included in the year between October 1837 and October 
1838, which is the year I am speaking of, as the time when illicit distillation 
was most in force ? — It is. 

750. Then Mr. Allen’s report is borne out by this paper? — Yes, but I have 
stated that that is one of seven reports coming from him, which are all identical 
in their terms, and through the six years of my management. 

751. Sir G. Clerk.] Have you any account of the seizures that have been 
made ? — I have not brought it with me ; in Dublin I have a great book, with 
columns headed, and each division has a portion assigned to it, under its proper 
letter, and I can always tell the number by reference to it. 

752. Sir R. Ferguso)i.] You alluded to a communication from a Member of 
this Committee to the chairman of the Board of Excise, which was placed in 
your hands, witli reference to the district of Ennischowen ; was that statement 
with reference to Ennischowen general, or confined to a particular district ? — To 
a particular district. 

753. To a particular district adjoining the county of Derry 7 — Yes. 

754. Have there been any seizures lately made in that district ? — I left Ireland 
on the 1st of June, and therefore I cannot say. 

755. Have any seizures been made during this spring in or immediately ad- 
joining the city of Derry ? — I believe there have ; but I wish to say that there is 
no day in the 365 days of the year, that in some part of Ireland a seizure of 
some kind is not made ; but I do not think more seizures have been made than 
are usual ; you cannot altogether prevent illicit distillation, but if you detect it 
when it is going on, it is all you can do. 

756. Do you recollect more particularly the district to which that commu- 
nication from a Member of this Committee to the chairman of the Excise, with 
reference to illicit distillation in the neighbourhood of Derry, referred? — It was 
at the foot of the mountain, called Enniskeen. 

757. That was the district you visited ? — ^Yes. 

758. Did you direct any parties to search particularly that district 7 — Certainly ; 
an extract of the letter was sent to the officer in command of one of these 
divisions, who had full power to make use of the four parties ; and, as well as I 
recollect, he did make use of the four parties, and most assuredly he searched 
that particular district. 

759. You are not aware of his having done so ; you say that you suppose so ? 
— I say that he positively did. 

76b. Can you atate what parties he took, and the distance of the particular parties 
from this district ? — The nearest village is, I suppose, eight miles from Bunerana. 

761. Is 
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761. I9 there any within 10 miles at the other extremity ?— No. 

762. Can you say whether or not. during this spring, there have been prose- 
cutions, either at the Burnfoot Petty Sessions or in the city of Londonderry, for 
stills or malting in that district? — I forget. By that return it appears that in the 
present year there have been 227 prosecutions. I cannot caU to mind, but 
perhaps there may be some gentlemen here who may be able to give that infor- 
mation, because it comes equally to the Board of Excise as to myself. 

763 . the party atBunerana, after a march of 12 miles, seize one or two 
stills in full work, and fail in securing two others, m the immediate vicinity of 
the city of Derry ?— I do not know any thing of the matter, but I should say that 
it IS impossible, from the nature of tilings, for he could not by possibility have 
marched all that distance unless he had been a madman, because there is a boat 
which brings him to Burnfoot, and that is not above four miles from the spot 
you speak about ; therefore he had not to march all that distance. 

764. You do not know whether he had to traverse all that distance, without 
saying whether or not he was obliged to march it, owing to the tide being out? 
— I do not know any thing about it ; the reason why I gave the explanation was, 
that it might not appear that the liberties of Londonderry were left unpro- 
tected; there is a pmty at Bunerana; a boat may arrive within four miles of 
the coast, and that is, in point of fact, no distance. I have never said that 
Mr. Allen misrepresented, but this I mean to say, that people are very often 
credulous. Supposing, for example, that a dealer goes for orders to a customer, 
the customer will, with a view of getting the spirits much cheaper, say, “ I will 
Iiot give you the price yon ask ; the whole country is covered with illicit dis- 
tillation ; there is a man who offered me 200 gallons, which I could have had at so 
much.” I do not mean to say that Mr. Allen told an untruth, hut I only mean 
to say that he was totally misinformed ; in one word, I fully believe that Donegal 
is better protected than any other part of Ireland, as far as the means of the 
revenue police go. 

765. Chairman."] And as regards this particular district of the liberties of 
Deny, you consider that the force stationed there is amply sufficient ; that they 
are quite masters of the district that they have to look over ? — I do ; and more- 
over, in a to-wn the revenue police never should he placed ; an armed revenue 
police, which is an excrescence in every country, is alone to be placed in the 
wild mountainous districts of the country, where the ordinary authorities cannot 
by possibility, with any degree of security, act. Nowin the town of Londonderry 
there is a corps consisting of excise officers, with the collector at the head of 
them ; if he felt that there was any necessity for using force, he had nothing to do 
but to collect a- number of these persons fuUy equivalent to a party of the revenue 
police ; moreover, there is a large constabulary in the town of Derry, and, of 
course, they would not allow any of those persons to be killed by smugglers ; 
therefore in great towns I do not at all consider it necessary to place parties of 
revenue police ; if they are so distant from them as that they can approach to 
the suburbs of those towns, I consider tliat quite enough ; I moved the party 
from Derry ; that is what I believe has been alluded to as having been a removal 
from Donegal; I believe what has originated it was that I moved a party from 
Derry, for the reason that I give, that in a great town there can be no necessity 
for an armed force. 

766. Mr. O’ Connell] It is generally considered that the night marches of the 
revenue police tend greatly to prevent illicit distillation, because they perceive 
the stills at work ; is not that tlie case ?— Yes, there is very little utility in their 
inarching in the day, and I reprimand, and go even further with an officer who 
makes it a practice to set out at a late hour in the day ; I think he ought to 
be on the ground before daylight, otherwise he is seen at a great distance by the 
smugglers, who resort to all sorts of expedients to be aware of the -approach of 
the revenue police. 

767. The distillery fires are more readily seen by the- parties- being out at 
night? — Yes. 

768. Sir R. Ferguson.] What support do you receive from the constabulary, 
or what orders are given to them in reference to your force ? — There has been 
a misapprehension ever since I have been in Ireland, now six years, as to the 
Act under which the constabulary is constituted ; it was supposed, when first 
introduced into Ireland, that to deal with illicit distillation would render them 
so unpopular as to make it very difficult for them to execute their own parti- 
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cukr duties, and by a section in that Act, which Act is the 6th and 7th of 
■William the Fourth, chapter 13, section 15, it is enacted, that the constabulary 
are bound to execute all lawful warrants of the magistrates except warrants 
under any revenue Acts, tithes and something else ; it has hitherto been supposed 
that under that section it would be illegal for them in any way to act for the 
suppression of illicit distillation, or for the support of the revenue ; but that 
misapprehension has now been totally removed ; since my arrival in London, the 
Government has seen it fully in the way in which I wished they should do,’ and 
as I thought they might do ; the consequence is, that orders have now been 
issued, or are about to be issued, that the constabulary shall give to me confi- 
dential informadon whenever illicit distillation exists witliin their comparatively 
very confined districts ; that is one of the arrangements which, in reply to a 
question which was put to me, I stated had already commenced ; and a most 
effectual one it is, and I tlunk will do more to prevent illicit distillation than if 
the revenue police were quadrupled. 

769. Mr. M. O’FerralL] Is that order, to which you refer, founded upon the 
Treasury Minute of 1838 ?— It is nearly the same ; but that minute of 1838, 1 
am sorry to say, was never fully carried into effect by the Irish Government, 
though nothing could be more decided than that Treasury Minute. 

770. Where did the difficulty arise ; was it with the constabulary? — It was 
entirely upon the point of law, I believe ; but it is now seen that it was an un- 
founded construction. 

771. Sirtr. C/ct-L] I believe the construction put upon that clause went so 
far as that the constabulary were considered as being prevented from offering 
any protection to excise officers or the revenue police, even if there was danger 
to their lives?— That was in reference to the execution of warrants; that they 
were not to execute any warrant under any Revenue Act, unless forcible resist- 
ance should have actually taken place to the officer executing the warrant, and 
so to be proved to have taken place upon oath ; I think that an absurd regulation. 

772. Mr. M. O’Ferrall] "TOat are the regulations in force now, as regards 
the constabulary and the revenue police ?— It is only within a few days that the 
regulation has been framed ; since I have returned from Ireland. 

773. Captain Jones.] Do you wish the Committee to understand that the 
quantity stated as being seized in this return is a true index of the quantity of 
illicit distiUation which is going on in the country f— The only means hitherto, 
until this arrangement which is now about to be carried into effect by which 
I could judge of illicit distillation, is by the detections ; but I believe that the 
regulations are such, that very little, if any, illicit matter can escape the revenue 
police, where there is any revenue police ; and I tliink, tlierefore, that it ought 
to be taken as a fair indication of the amount of illicit distillation in general ; 
and upon that subject I would say, that the gross total of the seizures there 
does not amount to so much as any licensed distiller of tlie highest class, such 
as Mr. Jameson, whom you have had in evidence before you, would distil pro- 
bably in a couple of months. 



774. I understand you to say, that subsequently to the year 1838 or 1839, 
at aU events, you think that the regulations under which the revenue pofice 
acted were perfect ? —No, I do not say that j but T think that they are as perfect 
as i can make them, and at any rate they are better than they were befoi*e, 
when there was no system at all. 

^ year ?— No ; hut from the 

^ middle or the end of September, there can be very little 
ilhcit distillation, if any. ^ 

776, Will you have the goodness to state to the Committee whether the 
qijantity seized in that period of eight months does not exceed the entire amount 
seized m the preceding period of twelve months ?-No; the number of bushels 
of malt were 3,500 m the year ending 10th of October 1841, and in the period 
entog m May last which we wUl caU a year, it is 3,333. Tlie number of 
s s, wmeh Mter all is the essential point, and the most material point, in the 
year ending 10th October 1841, is 133 ; the number of stills in the present year 
IS 1421 ; in 1841, 259 were prosecuted, and in this year it is 227, showing a 
however, I am quite sure that it will be found, 
nKrvjf 4* October of this year shall have arrived, that, upon the whole, 
IS ation will have decreased, because I do not anticipate making any 
seizures of any importance for the remainder of the present ye£. 

777i Sir 
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p7- Sir Fergmon:\ Will you look at this return relative to the quarters, 
•and state the numbers m the quarters of the three last years 1—But this is not 
halt or one-fourth for illicit distillation, and there is the great mistake of een- 
tlemen m Ireland, that all is supposed to be for illicit distillation ; I see there 
were 200 gallons seized ; but who is to say that that was not got out of the 
• stock of some fraudulent licensed distiller. 

77^' -A^re those included in this return which you have given in? — ^No, unless 
seized by the revenue police. 

779- 0 Ferrall.'] Have not the revenue police occasionally seized 

fraudulent malt on the premises of licensed distillers? — Yes. 

780. Would the malt in that case be inserted in that paper ?— Yes. 

781. ^en that would have the appearance of malt seized from an illicit dis- 
tiller ? — Yes, that is so ; I had forgotten that. 

7,^2. Have you known instances of whiskey being seized belonging to a licensed 
distiller which was issued from the distillery without a permit ?— Yes, every day 
we hear of it, and seize it too. 

783. If such a seizure was made by the revenue police, would the quantity 
seized be inserted in that return ? — It would, but it would be under a different 
head ; I have no means, with respect to this printed paper, of distinguishing 
between illicit malt made by a fraudulent licensed maltster and the other ; but 
in my return you will observe that one is under the head of plain spirits, which 
means spirits distilled by licensed distillers attemptimg to defraud the revenue 
by evading the Act of Parliament. 

784. Captain JonesJ] Will you refer to your return of the two articles of 
potale and spirits, and state to the Committee whether the quantity seized in 
the last eight months does not exceed the quantity seized in the previous 12 
months ? — Two hundred and twenty gallons of illicit spirits were seized in the 
year ending October 1841, and 241 gallons were seized in the past year; there 
is a difference of 20 gallons — in the potale there is 2,000. 

785- So far showing that there may have been some increase in the quantity 
•of illicit distillation? — Yes ; but it is so impalpable that it is not worth talking 
about. 

786. I understand you to say that you dp not t hink that the reduction of the 
malt drawback will be of such consequence as to act as an incentive to encourage 
the illicit distiller to revive his trade ; is that the only circumstance at this 
moment which is likely to act as an incentive to the illicit distiller to return 
to his illegal practices? — No, of course there is the s hillin g duty; I am per- 
fectly free to confess, that where there is an increase of temptation there must 
necessarily be looked for an increased tendency to illicit distillation; but I 
repeat, that the present system and the present force where it is established, and 
where illicit distillation pre^'ails, I consider to be quite sufficient to keep under 
the additional illicit distillation ; I can readily explain it to you ; you have the 
map before you. Take the range of any one of the parties ; if that party meets 
wuth instead of one or rivo or three stills, as at present, they meet with 50; it 
is as easy to deal with them having the means, under the regulations, of self- 
•defence. 

787* Then do you mean the Committee to understand that, however great the 
incentive may be to the illicit distiller to return to his illegal practices, you think 
that the regulation of the revenue police and the strength of the revenue police 
are so great as to prevent any injury to the revenue of the country ? — I think , 
however great illicit distillation might be in Ireland with the present system 
under whicJi the revenue police acts, provided that system, as I have already said 
more than once, be extended, and the police itself be applied more generally, 
it might be kept under ; hut for the one shilling duty additional, I do not thi nk 
that the incentive will be so veiy great as to increase illicit distillation to such 
an extent as to make it at all necessary at present to add to the revenue police, 
and more particularly as the Government are carrying into effect additional 
arrangements. 

788. Sir E. Ferguson.'] Will you give from that return the number of detec- 
tions and the number of persons who appear to have been prosecuted and who 
appear to have been convicted in the spring quarter of the years 1840, 1841 and 
1842 ?— The number of detections in 1840 was 420, in 1841 it was 289, and in 
1842 it was 320, so that it is much less than in 1840; in the quarter of 1840 
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114 were prosecuted ; iu the year 1841 113 were jarosecuted, and in the year 
1842 there were 127 persons prosecuted ; but I beg to say that though I am 
leading this return, I do not make myself responsible for its correctness which 
I do for my own : this does not state detections made by the revenue poUce 
alone, but detections made by all classes of the revenue together. 

789. Mr. Oroga?!.] Is there any quarter or month in the year in which your 
detections are more numerous than in others ? — Yes, I have always reckoned that 
before festivals, Christmas and Whitsuntide, they are more frequent. 

790. Do you conceive that in the spring of the year very many detections 
generally take place ?— I think I have observed it for the most part, because 
naturdly illicit distillation must cease at a certain period ; therefore they seem at 
that time to be making up as much as they can for future consumption. 

791. Captain Jones.'] Is there any regulation by which each party of the 

revenue police is required to march a certain distance every day?— Not every 
day, but four or five days in the week ; four days would be considered very 
moderate labour in a week. ^ 

792- Have the goodness to state shortly what the regulation upon that sub- 
ject is?— It is defined very much by their being able to employ themselves use- 
fully. 

793. Is it possible, under the regulations, that a party of the revenue police 
might travel over the same ground, day after day ?— It is possible, certainly ■ but 
they would do very ill if they did ; it would be a bad employment of their time • 
you will find that the ranges of a party of the revenue police are like the radii 
of a circle, to every point of the circumference from its centre, to a certain dis- 
tance, which is defined for them upon the map ; they are required, whatever 
number of miles they travel, to keep down illicit distillation there • and if it is 
found that within that district illicit distillation takes place, then that officer 
deserves to be dismissed, and has neglected his duty, if he fail to detect it 

794. Mr. M. OFerrati] Do they make a return to your office of the patrols 
they make .—I get from the officer, at the expiration of every six weeks a diary 
which IS sworn to, or rather declared, before a magistrate, and also declared by 
the Serjeant as a check upon the officer, which defines the number of days that he 
has left each station in each week, the hours of the day in which he quits that 
station m that week, the number of miles travelled, the town-lands visited and 
every place that he has searched ; so that I can tell, by looking over the journals 
whether the party has been properly employed. 

795. So that if any officer continually went to the same town-lands you would 

unquestionably detect him ?— Certainly. ^ 

796. Captain Jones.] The journal which is returned to yon by the officer wiU 
enable you to ascertain that ? -It ought so to do, if I trace it upon the map, which 
of course I very often do ; and if I do not, it is sent to the Board of Excise here, 
and other persons examine it ; but I myself examine very strictly upon that point 

797- is the origmal journal sent to the Board of Excise ?— Yes 

79S. Mr. Grogan.] Are your men on duty on Sunday f— Every Sunday they 
are act, but often upon Sundays. ^ J / 

reasoo to Mieve that on Sundays there is any increase of 
-—Yes. on Sundays people would, I tliink, be more inclined to 
distil ilhoitly, because It is not a day of labour ; but I have no other reason for 
sa^g thqt It IS so ; if every body who has the power in Ireland would only aid 
and assist in the suppression of illicit distiUation, illicit distiUation could not by 
possibility exist. 

800. Mr. M. OFcoTall] You think if gentlemen of the country exerted 
themse ves, you could put it down ?— The law empowers them to do it /for under 
XSfis steS”“" DistiUation Act, every gentleman may act, and 

0°'' is that Act?— The 1st & 2d WiU. 4, c. 55. 

802. Mr. CamfhelL] Under that Act you think that if they used tlie influence 
which propnetors must have, they would to a great extent put down ilhcit 
distillation ?— Yes, if they reported iUioit distiUation where it was carried on 
c ose 0 their own houses ; if, instead of saying that the information was given to 

em in confidence, they w'ould state the names of persons and the houses 
wfier^er it was, I would answer to them that by return of post, if I had to send 
a party ev^ 50 ^les, and to a part where it was solitarUy carried on, that all 

e comp amts that they make should he immediately redressed ; but to have to 

fight 
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fight with phantoms is one of the most annoying duties that a man ran = 
report ,s sent to the Treasury talking of 300 gtllons hek? a J ^ ’ 

nre^r the h= 

midit i,r “ country gentleman 

might be able o get mformation, so far as to be able to give the toimland ^tb 

DublkTnd°tlm^ ™ the information reached you in 

linrnrmn ^ i revenue police came down, the still might he removed from one 
auknto m possible; but it has be^ stated over and over 

again to me, in repeated letters, that illicit distillation exists here and exists there • 

I never m any one single instance, in the six years of my ha^ 

received a taiagible statement, one which I could act upon ; therefore I have to 
which is the most annoying of my duties. Now with 

dimi to act in the suppress’ion of 

r... It IS section 21 of 1 & 2 Will. 4 c. 65 commnniv ^=ii»a n? 

Justice of Peace who shall find any, still, still-head or worm of a still in oosses 
Sion of any person without a sufficient license being produced for keeping tlm 
Tu “‘Jlcrd or proprietor of any land or premises on which the 

^ame shall be found, or his steward or bailiff, to seize such still, still-head or 
worm, and to convey and dehver the same to the next officer of Excise, who sliaU 
take such still, stiU-head or worm into his custody, and secure the same in life 
manner as if such still, still-head or worm had been seized by him,” because the 
seizing officer has a special commission for such iiurposes— “ and it shall in like 
™7 Justice of the Peace, landlord or proprietor, or steward 
or bailitt, to seize any Jow wmes, singlings, wort, wash, potale, or any corn or 
gram making into malt, in the possession of any person not entitled by law to 
liave the same m possession, and to spiU and destroy all such low wines ■” in 
short, the whole machinery of ilhdt distillation. ’ 

d04. That is the power that you conceive every proprietor in Ireland can 
exercise r — Yes. 



805. In order to exercise it as a revenue police, you are ohhged to arm the 
police ! — it IS necessary in mountainous districts. 

806. But they never travel without arms when on duty ?— They never do 

because they are on a military system. ’ 

807. Do you think that it would be possible, from what you know of Ireland 
for almost any proprietor there to go unarmed to seize a still ?— In many casei 
I say tliat they could and ought to do so. In Derry, on the road from Derry to 
Moyille, which I think is one that the Honourable Member knows something of 
I think he might as safely do it (and that is the spot where it is stated that illicit 
distillation prevails) as he could in Grosvenor-square. 

808. Do you know that country sufficiently well to speak to that?— I should 
say that I do ; I have travelled over it, and I know that there is a considerable 
body of constabulary thereabouts. 

809. Are you aware that that considerable body of constabulary is occasioned 

by the unruly nature of a quarrel that has arisen about the fisheries ?— No, 
I am not. ’ 

810. Captain /owes.] Can you state to the Committee how those illicit dis- 
tillers carry the whiskey along the road ? — By means of horses, in some cases. ■ 

8n . Have you ever seen them yourself so carrying it ? — I have in this way ; 
last year- 1 heard a great many statements that illicit distillation was going on to 
a great extent in the islands off the coast of Donegal, off the mouth of the rivei-, 
called the Guidore ; the revenue police, of course, could not reach those islands ; 
they had no means of doing it, and if they had, they are landsmen, and could 
not work the boats ; I went to that place, and I myself saw horses being laden with 
whiskey, which was stated to me to he illicit whiskey, and I believe the fact, 
which was then being landed in boats from the island of Innismeane, one of 
the islands off that coast; therefore I can state, of my own knowledge, tbat- 
that is the manner in which the smugglers endeavour to carry whiskey along the 
roads. . 



812. Mv. M. O'FcrraU.'] Do the coast-guard co-operate with the revenue 
police ? — I am sorry to say that they have not done so ; and in order to meet that 
evil, I made an application that means should be given to me for the doing of it, 
and that is one of the measures that I alluded to when I said that additional - 
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arrangements were making ; but upon that particular occasion, having satisfied 
myself that there were stills at work, and spirits being manufactured in those 
islands, I got the chairman of the Board of Excise to send to Scotland for an 
excise cutter, with boats and sufficient crew, to act as they did act in Scot- 
land, when illicit distillation prevailed there, that is to say, to make a barrack of 
the cutter, and to scour the islands by means of its boats, and they completely 
suppressed it for a time, so much so, that the agent of the property there, belong- 
ing to Lord George HiU, with whom I spoke at the time, and who told me that 
the islands were blazing, as he called it, with illicit distillation, wrote to Lord 
George Hill, who forwarded to me liis letter, in which he said Colonel Brereton 
had declared, when he was in the country, that he would put down illicit distilla- 
tion in those islands; “ I could not,’’ he said, “ conceive it possible that he 
wpuld do it so effectually as he hja done it ; there is not now the slightest trace 
of it.” 

813. Captain Jones.'] Then the mode in which the spirits are carried along the 
roads is across the horse’s back on which the man rides ? — Yes. 

8 1 4. You have not seen large parties carrying spirits in that way 1 — I have only 
seen what I have just stated. 

815. Does your information enable you to say whether those people who carry 
those spirits are a lawless people in their habits ? — They clearly are a lawless 
people, because they are infringing the law. 

816. Are they violent and outrageous? — Yes. 

817. Do you think that it would be safe for any country gentleman unarmed 
to attempt to stop people of that sort ? — Not in that district ; it would be in 
many countries ; the country to which I allude is the wild mountainous part of 
Donegal; immediately about Derry, to say the least of it, is a very different Icind 
of country. 

8 1 8. Mr. O'Brieni] The general tendency of your evidence is, that the country 
gentlemen of Donegal and Derry do not assist the revenue as they might do ; is 
it your intention to convey such an impression as that to the Committee ? — 
I do not mean to convey that impression ; I mean to say, that if the country 
gentlemen would use the power that the law has invested them with, and if the 
co^try gentlemen, where they knew illicit distillation existed, would take the 
pains to ascertain where they were carrying it on, and where they could not 
themselves act, they would convey that information to me, at whatever distance 
and whatever expense the operation might be attended with, I would take care 
that the place should be visited, and the thing as far as possible put down ; hut 
when vague assertions are made of illicit distillation, I must of course believe 
that the gentlemen who convey it are mistaken, if they will not give positive data 
upon which to act. 

819. Mr, A/. O'FerralL] I believe you have received positive information 
from other gentlemen as to illicit distillation, which led to its total suppression r — 
I have from you ; you informed me of it in the town of Longwood. 

820. Had you the same information from other gentlemen in that neighbour- 
hood?— I had. 

821. And it had the effect of totally suppressing it? — It had; I marched 
parties there, and I found the information perfectly correct, that it was so ; we 
searched, and repeatedly visited backwards and forwards every fourth or fifth 
day, and now we have utterly suppressed it, and I believe it is almost 
forgotten. 

822. You stated just now that you saw some whiskey landed from one of the 
islands ; could that have been done without the knowledge of the coast-guard? — 
For the purpose of obtaimng means of doing that which I found was not done 
by the coast-guard, I made an official report of the matter, and the case was 
referred to the Customs ; the reasons there given why the coast-guard station, 
which was very near to the landing-place, at any rate within full view of those 
islands, did not act was, that they patrolled all night, and that by day they were 
in bed and asleep, and did not see it. 

823. Mr. O'Connell.'] Are you aware that some of the largest licensed dis- 
tilleries in Ireland are in the city of Cork and in the city of Limerick? — I am 
aware that there are distilleries there. 

824. Are you aware of this fact, that the counties in the south of Ireland are 
quite free from illicit distillation ? — I know that the county of Kerry is quite free, 
and that the county of Cork is almost free ; there was a rumour, as to the county of 

Cork, 
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sent a party of revenue police from a considerable distance and at a 
considerable expense, to be placed in Dunmanway, in conseouencT’of sn.1 

less, and they have never been able to make any seizure, and the intentiL nnw 
IS to place them where they may be better employed. 

826. Captain .TbnM.] Yon spoke of the success which attended vour attemnt 
to put down dbcit distillation in a district where you had received^nformation 
from gentlemen in the neighbourhood; what description of country was that 
was It a mountainous country or a low land ?-It is a wild boggy country ’ 

the :igfoTSfof“ "Sht, it*^; upon 

828. So far a district similar to that which we have been sneaPm» ti,» 

^■“*^°“i™derry?— No, not the least like^ it; 1 do rot see 
the least similitude between the two countries. 

rnnntv n suppress illicit distillation in the county of Derry and the 

not *Ld^ fr’iw* “ “ (hstnctin which you were so succLsful ?-^ertainly 
t ^ ^ reason m the one there is no revenue pohce at all, and in tlie 
““’jr a third of the wMe force. 

630. Mr. 0 Conne//.] What is the entire force?— Nine hundred and siv 
privates ; altogether, officers and seijeants, they come to about 1,050 persons. 

Wimarn TSmgU Dehany, Esg., called in ; and Examined, as Mows : 

the^ffistifterffis ^'our attention to the effect produced on 

18 ? T h«v ^ existence of the malt drawback for the last 

^ 1! attention to it in reference to the working of the 

w h“’Sey‘t.®““ “sci: 

aud^iln°Trplaydy’"k ‘ tad any effect in checking illicit distillation in Ire- 
wn f aay not ; in Scotland I have no doubt that it has. 

33. TOiatarethe reasons why you think it has produced a different effect in 
Ireland from what you think it has produced in Scotland ^ 

^ and in Ireland, inS of which 

countries I was m office as sohcitor of Excise, and also looking to the acrounts ■ 

I have an account here which 1 have made out myself, as an abstract from all 
toe others ; looking at the effects both in the increase of malt, in the quantitv of 

I found timt m the one country it was extremely effectual, in the other it was 
ot. I attribute that to toe taste of toe one country being principally for spirits 
made entirely from malt-that is, Scotland; in Iieland, to toarnffi beM 
general taste throughout the country. ' “ ® “ 

fn/ number of persons who have entered their distilleries 
for d stillation from malt alone in Ireland?— I find in the vear 1S92 wS! 

drawback was first established m Ireland there were 
fmm yy™’ ™alt drawback they were not distinguished whether 

from or malt. I have taken another period, the year 1831, whffih was the vear 

-i^awbaoic; there 

M , ot those 83, 79 distilled from gram, two from malt alone, claiming the 
malt allowance, imd two both from malt and from grain ; that is alternated at 
inythryf'** distilhng froiu grain, at other periods making from malt, and cllim- 
Sfnm 92 distillers ”f 

mSt ™ and five alternately frim 

disimlVy“ ’“d entered his premises for 

ffisuuation from malt alone ?-No, that was toe first year; it was onlfffi the 
October of that year that the malt aUowanoe commenced I m the 

830. Prior to the granting of that drawback, no distiller in Ireland distiUed 
fmm malt alone ?-That we cannot say, because toe account? Zffi not rive 
that information ; we had not any distinction between spirits from malt mid 
Skep/?f?l|'Z’. required^ separate account to 

^ 837. Can 
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JP’.K. Dthanv, ^37* ^an you state what was the total number of gallons distilled by thosh 
Esq. ■ small distillers in the different periods to which you have referred, of 1831 and 

^ 1841 ? — In 1831 there were 55,229 gallons of malt spirits made. 

i6 June 1842. S38. How much of raw-grain spirits were there in that year? — Eight millions 

seven hundred and thii*ty-one thousand one hundred and fourteen ; in 1841 the 
total quantity of spirits from malt was 77,691, out of 6,359,124. 

S39. Sir TL Fer(jiison.'\ Have you the number of gallons imported from Scot- 
land and entered in Ireland for home consumption in each of those two years ?— 
In 1841 there appear to be 574,000 gallons of spirits, of which it would appear 
that 438,213 were malt spirits ; in 1831 it was 1,098,165, of which were malt 
252,317. 

840. Mr. O'Brien.'] It appears from those returns which you have in your 
hand, that subsequently to the reduction of the malt drawback, from 1 s. 2d. to 
8 d. , there was a considerable increase in the number of bushels of malt brought 
to charge in Scotland ; would not that circumstance rather tend to show that 
the drawback was not necessary as a protection to the revenue against illicit 
distillation ? — I should take it as not necessary against illicit distillation, at least 
as so far not necessary to the distiller from malt in Scotland, from the quantity 
not only of malt, but of malt spirits, having increased in that year, and therefore 
tlrat there was no injury done to the Scotch distiller by the reduction of duty. 

841 . Tlien it is your opinion that the reduction of the malt drawback was not 
injurious either to the distiller or to the revenue ? — I take it not to have been 
injurious to the distiller, inasmuch as he brought even a larger quantity of malt 
spirits to charge, and a greater quantity of malt was used in the manufacture of 
them ; and, consequently, it would not be injurious to the revenue in exciting 
illicit distillation, because there was a greater quantity of legal spirits brought 
out to meet it. 

84-2. Inasmuch as the reduction does not appear to have produced any effect 
in promoting illicit distillation, do you think that doing away with the drawback 
in Scotland would have that effect ? — My answer to the first question was with 
reference to the first establishment of the drawback, and the effect which it had 
had previously in suppressing illicit distillation in Scotland ; but whether it be 
necessaiy to continue it now is another question, to which my attention has not 
been turned sufficiently to give an answer. I taJie it to be the leading-strings 
which established these legal distilleries in the fii'st instance ; whether they can 
now run without them is another question. 

843. Mr. M. O'Fen'all^ You stated that after this malt drawback was esta- 
blished, a great quantity of spirits was distilled from malt? — Yes, in Scotland. 

844. Do not you suppose that the advantage which the di’awback gave induced 
more parties to distil from malt than before 1 — Yes. 

845. The di’awback, then, was an advantage to the distiller ? — It was there, 
where^ the prevalent taste was for spirits from malt ; but it had not the same 
effect in Ireland. 

546. Does it not give the distiller from malt an advantage in that respect ? — 
Of course, if there had been no malt drawback, in proportion to the amount of 
the malt duty would the spirits have been higher charged. 

547. That is an advantage which the malt distiller has over the grain distiller? 
— No, because tlie duty was made perfectly equal in the first instance between 
the malt and the grain ; the malt duty was settled for the purpose of equalizing 
the two, in order tliat tlie malt spirits should not be charged at so mucli higher 
duty. 

848. The party receives his drawback when he bonds his spirits? — Yes. 

849. Does not the distiller from raw grain derive less advantage than the dis- 
tiller from malt, inasmuch as the wliiskey from malt is fit for consumption sooner 
than the whiskey from grain ? — The distiller from malt had the allowance of 
drawback, but that was not a matter looked to ; you can only endeavour, in the 
imposition of duties, to make them equal ; there were other circumstances against 
him witli reference to his distillation ; the malt drawback, in effect, is not of so 
much importance as its nominal rate would seem to show. 

850. But malt spirits are fit for consumption sooner than spirits from raw 
grain? — Yes, I believe they are. 

851. It is not necessary to leave them so long in bond? — No. 

■ ^52. Therefore the distiller is not so long out of .his money with malt whiskey 
as he is with grain whiskey ? — No ; but there are other advantages which I should* 

set 
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^et against the receipt of the malt drawback ; the party distilling only from malt 
lor the allowance has no additional credit for his malt.’ 

853. mat is the difference of credit ?— The difference of credit is this ; where 
the malt is made for the purpose of being used for distillation, obtaining the 
allowance, the duty must be pmd in six weeks ; where it is made for distillation, 
or any other purpose than being used in producing spirits, for the allowance 
the credit is four months. 

stated that the malt drawback had tended very much to suppress 
illicit distillation in Scotland? — That is my opinion, that in the first instance 
It did. 

855. Are there any other causes operating in Scotland to prevent illicit distil- 
lation which have arisen since the establishment of the drawback ?— Tlie gentle- 
men of the country (and this I can speak to from my own observation) finding 
a superior description of tenantry to those lawless parties who were engaged in 
illicit distillation, exerted themselves in the suppression of it by removing those 
tenants who engaged in it, and generally discouraging them ; that had, Uhink 
one of the greatest effects in the suppression of illicit distillation. 

856. That system is totally broken up in Scotland at present ?— I believe it is 
almost entirely so. 

857- Sir George Clerk.] It appears from a return laid before The House, that 
in the year 1841, out of 6,000,000 gallons of spirits which paid duty for home 
consumption in Scotland, 5,400,000 were distilled from malt ; does not that show 
that the taste of the people in Scotland is to give a decided preference to malt 
spirits over that produced from raw grain ? — I should sav unquestionably. 

^ Sjb. Will you state what are the numbers taken out for home consumption in 
Ireland in the same year ?— Taken out for home consumption in Ireland there 
were 0,537,364 gallons. 

859. Upon what number of gallons was the malt drawback given ?— Five hun- 
dred and nineteen thousand eight hundred and eighteen. 

860. Will you state what is the proportion which the quantity of malt spirit 
bears to the total quantities in each of the two countries ?— One is about eleven- 
twelfths, and the other about an eleventh. 

861. Does the difference of the proportion of malt spirits consumed in Scot- 
land and Ireland show that the taste of the people of the two countries is very 
different as to the preference they give to malt over raw grain spirits ?— I should 
have no question of that, not only upon the accounts showing the quantities 
taken out for home consumption in the two countries, but also the malt draw- 
back has never, you may say, been in operation in Ireland ; the proportion of 
spirits distilled from malt in Ireland compared with the whole quantity distilled 
for the general use of the country is as nothing. 

862. Therefore whatever difference of opinion might exist as to abolishing the 
drawback in Scotland, there is little danger in doing it away in Ireland, so far 
as regards any encouragement to illicit distillation r— Most decidedly ; whatever 
might he the opinion which I might afterwards form on consideration, as to 
whether it would be safe to abolish the drawback in Scotland, in Ireland I can 
have no hesitation in the opinion that it will not have the slightest effect in 
encouraging illicit distillation. 

863. Sir fi. JFergueoH.] tiave you taken into consideration, in forming that 
opinion, both the quantity distilled and the quantity imported from Scotland, 
or do you form your opinion only upon the quantity distilled ?— I form my 
opinion with reference to both of them, and I think that the present measure 
would be one advantageous to the Irish distiller, inasmuch as it would remove 
that portion of the Scotch spirits from his market. 

8 64. Suppose that there are a certain class of consumers in Ireland who will 
have, if they can at a moderate price, malt whiskey, do you consider that those 
parties will be supplied by the illicit distiller, or that they will take it from the 
raw grain ?— No, I think they will be supplied by the Irish distOler. 

865. Then you consider it practicable for the Irish distiller to carry on his 
operations with a repeal of the malt drawback ’—Certainly ; because the Scotch 
distiller has to repay the drawback upon the export to Ireland, and the Irish 
distiller will distil it from 3d. to 4d. a gallon cheaper than the Scotch distiller 
will he able to do. 

0-62. G 3 866. By 
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8C6. By using what kind of grain do yon consider that he will be able to distil 
cheaper?— By using malt. 

867. Is it by using a superior kind of malt ?— No ; my answer is in reference 

to the circumstance of one distilling under.the regulations, and the other not 
being under any regulations ; there are certain regulations which are necessary 
to protect the revenue against fraud, and to see that the due proportion of malt 
rs used, or malt duty paid for the proportion of the drawback granted • in the 
first instance, m the making of malt, the malt is made, up to its being taken from 
the kiln m the ordinary way, as all malt is made ; but when it comes to be taken 
off the kiln it must be measured, for the duty is charged by the measured bushel • 
the charge otlierwise is only by the gauge ; the gauge, as we must all know, can be 
but an approximation j theremust be certain allowances, which in general exceed the 
reality, and therefore the difference between the actual quantity which would be 
brought to charge by the measured bushel, and that which would be brought to 
charge by the gauge, is, I believe, estimated at about five per cent. ; to that extent, 
in the first instance, a party working without regulation has the advantage over a 
party working under regulation; the next is, as I mentioned just now, that the duty 
upon the malt, which is to be used for the making of malt spirits, for the allow- 
ance, must be paid witlnn six weeks ; where it is not made under regulation, a 
credit of four months is given, which is no inconsiderable advantage. Again in 
the case of the party who is working under the allowance, the estimate is that 
he produces two gallons of spirits from every bushel of malt ; hut if he produces 
more m proportion, for instance, if out of a quarter of eight bushels of malt he 
produces 18 gallons, which it is known a quarter of malt will produce he though 
he receives 8<^. per gallon for those additional gaUons, has to pay the duty upon 
one bushel of malt, namely, 25. 8d . ; the party who is not working under regu- 
lations would produce his 18 gallons of spirits from his two bushels of malt, not 
having to pay any tiling more than tlie duty upon those two bushels of malt. 
Those are the advantages and disadvantages from which I say that the Irish 
distiller would distd cheaper than the Scotch, because the Scotch distiller, work- 
mg under regulations, would have, when he exported his spirit to Ireland to 
repay the allowance which he had received. ’ 

868 . Mr. O'Connell.] After the malt drawback was conceded to Scotland was 
there a very considerable reduction of duty?— Yes, there was. 

86g. In about two years after ?— Yes ; the duty, both in Scotland and in Ire- 
mnd, m the year 1821, which was when the malt drawback was first granted to 
Scotland m another shape, was, I think, the same, about 5s. the wine gallon; in 
18-3, when theexistmg drawback came in, which was introduced both in Ireland 
and Scotland, it was brought down to 25. 

870. Did not an interval of a couple of years elapse in Scotland? — Yes • the 
malt allowance was, m the first instance, granted to Scotland, but in a difi’erent 
shape from that m which it now exists, from the shape in which it was afterw'ards 
mtroduced m 1823. 

• in Scotland diminished much 

in those two yeai’S ?— I am aware that it diminished, but not to a great extent, 
j. ^ when the reduction of the duty took place it immediately bef^an. 

toimshmg:— It began diminishing, but not to any great extent, in the first 
mstance, tiU distilleries were established in those districts where illicit distillation 
had prevailed. 

1 Qoo^" Clerk.] Did not the Commissioners of Revenue Inquiry, in 

establishment of the malt drawback in Ireland, on account 
01 the effect that it had produced in Scotland ? — Yes, they recommended it : they 
seemed not to be aware of the difference of taste between the two countries. 

874- Mr. Afore O’Ferrall.] Are you aware of the first resolution of the Malt 
Drawback Committee in 1831 ?— Yes. 

* resolution was that tlie malt drawback afforded great facilities 

to fraud? — Yes. ° 



876. Have you had many prosecutions for frauds committed under the malt 
drawback . Very few ; every Scotch or Irish case does not come as a matter of 
course to me ; but I have had the books searched in reference to Scotland, and 
1 oifiy found two in the year 1837, and none since. 

77* Are there great difficulties in detecting fraud in such cases ? — I dare say 
inere might be difficulties in detecting it ; but I should at once explain that 
though 1 have heard it very strongly asserted, and tliough I believe what the 

Committee 
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“PPorhiflities for fraud, I never saw 
so extensively practised as lias been stated: 

»7». Are you aware of any experiments having been made as to how that 
fraud might be comnutted ?— I am not ; I was told by a distiUer in Ireland, who 

malt and boT™ ftere that he had worked during one period as from 

malt, and ha^d used raw gram ; he promised to show me how it was done but 
n“est“f r ““ called upon me to do so, I have some doubt as to the coiect- 

8’f Mr ’;n u “ committing fraud. 

8,9. Mr. O Cmmeiq tiave you any objection to name him?— It was Mr. 

® sr’M Locd Monteagle. 

woMd w a i^rralLI You stated the advantages which the Irish distillers 

would derive from doing away with the drawback ; if the drawback was removed 
m Scotland, would not the Scotch be in the same position as you now describe the 
Insli distillers to be m ?— They would be in the same position as far as making 

'“1“ at the disadvantage of not 

having the drawback, because that statement of mine supposes the drawback to 
continue in Scotland, and to be removed in Ireland. 

SSi You have explained the advantages which the Irish distillers would derive 
from doing away the drawback ; if the drawback was done away in Scotland, 

* — Scotch distillers have the same advantage ?— So far they would 
distil the spirits at a less cost than they do now; but they would not Lve an 
advantage in it, because tliev would lose the drawback 

0 at S'*- a gallon cheaper than the 

fecotcti { r es ; but that answer you must understand in reference to the nar- 
ticular circumstances of the Scotch distilling under the regulations, and loan"- 
the drawback upon the export. o . 

883. Supposing the two to be perfectly equal, that the Scotch had not the 
advantage of distilling under drawback, nor the Irish either, but the drawback 
awayiu both countries, would not the Scotch have the advantage 

01 distiUmg at 3 d. a gaUon cheaper ?— Yes, they would, but they would lose id 
a gallon m the drawback. 

T “ regards the intercourse between Scotland and 

Ireland, they would be placed in the same situation ? — Yes. 

885. But owing to the disadvantages under which the malt distiUer labours 
the real drawback which he receives is not 8 d., but 5 d .} — Yes ; and I speak of 
any advantage to the Irish distiller, under tlie supposition of the Scotch workine 
under regulation and repaying the drawback, and the Irish not, and thereby a 
of Scotch spirits now coming into the market would be exclude! 
drawback was done away in Ireland, it would only cost the Irish 
distiller 5 rf. a gallon more than he pays at present ; whereas the Scotch distiller 
would have to pay 8c?. additional, being a (hfference of 3 c?. in favour of the Irish 
distiller ?— Exactly. 

887. And if the malt drawback was done away in Scotland, as far as the 
home consumption was concerned, there would be an advantage in favour of the 
smuggler of 5 c?. a gallon? — Yes. 

888. Therefore that might have the risk of increasing illicit distillation in 
Scotland, which would not occur in Ireland, the taste of the people of Ireland 
not being so decidedly in favour of malt spirits? — Yes. 

889. Sir R. Ferguson.'] That answer is on the assumption that the taste of the 
people of Ireland is not so decidedly in favour of malt spirits ?— Certainly it is, 
seeing that it is to a very limited extent that the malt spirit is consumed in 
Ireland ; and assuming also, which was stated by a witness, and I think probably 
will be the case in Ireland, that many who do not now distil malt spirits would 
do so then, because of the difficulties now with a large distiller in Ireland in 
removing his grain for the mere purpose of making the malt spirit. 

890. Sir G. Clerk.] He might distil malt spirit to suit the tastes of particular 
customers ? — Yes ; I look upon it that the prevaihng taste of the Irish, as I gather 
from the accounts, being grain spirit, a man who embarked his capital in the 
spirit trade would take that description of distillation, or the trade which was 
suited to the general market ; that would be the grain ; and where he has his 
stores filled with ^ain, to remove it would be a very great inconvenience. The 
whole of that grmn must be removed, in order to avoid the penalty which he 
would otherwise incur of 200?. for having grain upon his premises during the 
time that he was distilling from malt. 

G 4 891. Mr. 
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891 . Mr. More O'FerralL'] But malt spirit being tlie taste of the people in Scot- 
land, do you think that if the drawback was done away in Scotland they would 
not generally distil malt spirit ?— I would hardly like to venture an opinion with 
regard to Scotland at present ; I have given my opinion with regard to Ireland 
only. 

892. Captain Jones.~\ You have stated your opinion, that if the malt drawback 
were totally and entirely abolished in Ireland, the quantity of malt spirits brought 
to charge in Ireland will probably not be diminished ? — I think it will not, for 
the reasons I have given. 

. 893. Will you have the goodness to state to the Committee what will be the 
duty paid upon the malt spirits which are consumed in Ireland after the 1st of 
August next? — After the 1st of August there will be 3tf. 8^/. the spirit or direct 
duty, and li-. 4rf. more being the malt or indirect duty, that will be 5s. 

894. That is proof? — Yes. 

895. Wliat will be the corresponding duty in Scotland at the same time?— 
Less by 8 d. 

896. So that the people of Scotland will be consuming the malt spirits at 
As Ad., and the people of Ireland at 5s. ? — Yes, in the same way that the people 
of Ireland have been consuming all their spirits at 1 S. less in the last few years 
than the Scotch. 

. 897. But, as a matter of fact, will not the people of Scotland, after the 1st of 
August, consume their malt spirits at an expense of 4s. Ad. 3. gallon, and the; 
people of Ireland be consuming theirs at an expense of 5s.? — Yes, by the 
difference of drawback ; but I do not consider it quite as 5 s., because I take: 
it that the drawback, for the reasons I have given, is only 5 d. ; therefore, instead 
of 5s. it would be, I take it, 4s. 7d. 

898. You were, 1 believe, in the committee-room the last day when the 
examination was proceeding? — Yes. 

899. You heard the statement of a gentleman here, that in one of the Irish 
distilleries, where a party had entered his distillery as a distillery of spirits from 
malt alone, he had contrived to produce the requisite quantity of sphits, but at 
the same time he had used only a certain quantity of malt? — I did. 

goo. Has any report of that case been made to the Excise ? — I never heard 
of it, but it might possibly be made without coming to me ; it would only come 
to me if there were any doubt or difficulty ; generally speaking, it would come 
before Mr. Sauiin, who is the solicitor in Ireland, and not necessarily come be- 
fore me. 

901. You heard the statement of the gentleman, that the occurrence had 

taken place, and had been brought to the knowledge of the excise officers? 

Yes. 

902. But, as far as you know, the fact has not been communicated to the 
Board of Excise?— It has not come before me; as to its being communicated to 
the Board of Excise, I cannot say ; the papers w'ould go before Mr. Saurin, the 
solicitor for Ireland ; I am for the whole department generally, and if there is 
any difficulty or doubt in matters connected with Ireland, the papers would be 
sent before me, but not as a matter of course. 

903. Can you state whether the change that has taken place in the excise 
regulation in the last three or four years would be likely to prevent the recur- 
rence of such a circumstance ? — I do not recollect any thing of the kind occur- 
ring within the last three or four years. 

004. There has been no alteration in the Excise in the last three or four 
years? — Not that I recollect. 

905. Mr. More O'Ferrad.] The case would not come before you unless it was 
a case for prosecution ? — ^No, and if it were a case for prosecution it would not 
come before me necessarily. 
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Sir George Clerk. 
Mr. O’Connell. 
Captain Jones. 

Mr. Grogan. 

Mr. W. S. O’Brien. 



Mr. Campbell. 

Sir Robert Ferguson. 
Mr. Kemble. 

Mr. More O’Ferrall. 
Sir Tliomas Hepburn. 



JOHN YOUNG, Esq., in the Chair. 



George Pape, Esq., farther Examined, as follows : 

906. Captain Jones.'] I believe you were examined before the Commissioners 
of Excise Inquiry in 1833 ? — I was. 

907. Perhaps I had better put the Report into your hands; turn to the Ap- 
pendix, page 376 ; have you got it ? — Yes. 

908. Look at the concluding question and answer in that page, “ That a sys- 
tem of intimidation has been carried so far with respect to all restraint on 
mdividud conduct, that the law has ceased to have effect in any direction what- 
ever.” In answer to that you say, '' ITiat is my sincere opinion ; in fact, I have 
had conversation with the surveying-general examiners, who have been in diffe- 
rent parts of the country, and they say that it is their beUef that the officers dare 
not, in some instances, do their duty ; that they are aware of fraud, but that in 
the present state of the feeling of the country, they have not sufficient means to 
resist force by force ; and that, knowing they should be met by resistance they 
therefore let the fraud escape.” Now, I wish to know whether you have any 
reason to suppose that the state of things in Ireland is different to what it was 
at that period ? Very materially so ; I could not certainly say that this opinion 

^PP^y present state of Ireland ; although I was conscious, from the 
information I got (I only spoke from information) at that time, it was generally 
correct. ^ 

909. Mr. O’Connell] What part of Ireland did that apply to ?— Particularly 
to the west ; I cannot charge my memory now as to the particular quarter ; it 
was with respect to fraudulent distilleries and paper-makers ; fraud was at that 
time very rife, and the officers had a feeling that if they made detections and 
brought them to light they hardly would be safe. 

910. Captain Jones.] You think that state of things exists no longer?— I do 
not think they are under any influence of that feehng at all now. 

911. Sir Robert Ferguson.] You have no reason to suppose that, under exist- 
ing circumstances, the officers, with proper vigilance, would not he able to check 
and put a stop to illicit distillation ? — I have not the least doubt that the survey- 
ing officers and the officers of police together might. 

91 2. Even though so high a premium as 200 per cent, is given on the prime 
cost of the article manufactured ?— Yes. 



Mr. IVilliam Phippard Kirkwood called in ; and Examined, as follows : 

913. Robert Ferguson.] WHAT situation do you now hold? — Traveller for 
Messrs. Charles & David Grey, of Glasgow, distillers. 

914. How long have you been acquainted with the spirit trade in Scotland? 
— For IS years. 

915. How long have you been acquainted with the spirit trade in Ireland? — 
Five years. 

0-62. H 916. Travelling 
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916. Travelling through; a salesman, for whom? — Four years for Mr. James 
Stuait, of Paisley; for the last year, for the people I am now with, Messrs. 
Charles & David Grey. 

91 7. From what do those gentlemen distil ? — Exclusively from malt. 

918. During those five years have you been frequently in Ireland? — Yes; 
frequently. 

919. In what part of Ireland? — In the north and in the west, principally. 

920. How far west did you go generally? — To Sligo. 

921. "Wliat is your opinion as to the demand for malt whiskey, is it in- 
creasing or diminishing r — I should say, from my own experience, it is increasing. 

922. Were you in Ireland at the time when this proposed additional duty, the 
repeal of the malt drawback, was announced? — I w'as. 

923. What efiect had that on your orders? — Tlie effect that it had, was that 
I could effect no sales ; the moment that it became known no sales could be 
effected. 

9 24. Did the dealers give any reason for not taking your whiskey ? — They did 
so ; they thought illicit distillation would become very general. 

925. Have you been in Ireland since the suspension of the drawback was 
announced ? — I have been once since. 

926. Had you many orders ? — ^Yes ; I took a considerable amount of orders, 
perhaps the general quantity. 

927. Not more ? — Perhaps rather under than over. 

928. About what time were you in Ireland in 1842 , as nearly as you can recol- 
lect? — Since the 11 th of March I have been twice in Ireland, once about a 
month after the 11 th of March, and then again the last journey ; I left home 
about the middle of May, and was out till about the middle of June. 

929. You were in Ireland on the 11 th of March? — Yes, and twice since 
then. 

930. During that and previous journies, had you much conversation with the 
spirit dealers, and what was their opinion relative to the repeal of the malt draw- 
back as influencing the supply of spirits at an additional duty ? — I had a great 
deal of confidential conversation with the parties, and they all stated, almost, that 
illicit distillation had become very general; in one stock I saw as much as 
three full puncheons of illicit whiskey poteen ; I took a sample of it, tasted 
it, and brought home a sample to shov/ my employers what they had to compete 
with. 

931. How could you know that to be illicit wliiskey r — I was told by the parties 
that it was illicit whiskey. 

932. Did they tell you the price at which they had been able to lay it in? — 
They did ; they said they could buy that whiskey at 25 per cent, over proof, or 
rather stronger, at about 7 s. 9 d. per gallon ; another party told me that he had 
laid in, a few days before, about 100 gallons at 28 per ceht. overproof, and 8 j. was 
the price he paid for it. 

933. In what part of Irels^id had this been laid in ? — It was in the north of 
Ireland ; it would not do to state the town or the name of the party in whose 
stock I saw the whiskey. 

934. The communication was so far confidential ? — ^Yes. 

935. Have you any doubt that the whiskey shown you was illicit whiskey ?— t 
None whatever ; I had seen illicit wdiiskey only once prior to that, and I should 
have said that the sample was as like the other as they could possibly be. 

936. You have stated that you saw illicit whiskey but once before in the last five 
years?— Yes. 

937. Was there any general complaint before that on the part of the dealers, 
that the supply of meilt spirit was interrupted by the supply of illicit spirit ? — 
None whatever. 

938. At the time that spirit was offering to these people at about 7 s. 94 * 

85., about what price w^ere you offering Messrs. Grey’s spirits to those dealers, 
before the 11 th of March? — Before the 11 th of March, the cost in bond was 
3 ^. 6i?., 25 per cent, over proof. 

939. What is the spirit duty ?— The spirit duty w^as Qs. 4 d., 25 per cent, over 
proof. 

940. Mr. O'Connell.'] Wliat was the long price at which you offered the spirits? 
— Seven shillings. . 

941. Mr. That was before the 11th of March ? — Yes. 

942. Wiiat 
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942. Wliat was the price afterwards ?- — Eight shiUings'and one penny, 25 per 
cent, over proof. 

943. Mr. O’Brien.'] Was that spirit delivered in Ireland? — No, in Glasgow. 

944. Mr. Grogm.] Seven shillings a gallon, and add the freight to that? — ^Yes. 

945. That was all it would stand the dealer r — Yes, prior to the 1 1 th of March. 

946. Sir Robert Krgvson.] Now it stands him in 8s. 1 d. ?— Yes. 

947. Mr. CampJ)ell.\ This illicit spirit was offered at 8s., and you could afford 
yours at 8s. 1 d.?— The illicit whiskey was purchased from 7 s. to 7 s. 9 d., at 25 
per cent, to 38 per cent, over proof ; at this time 1 was selling at 8 s. Id., 25 per 
cent, over proof. 

948. Sir Robert Ftrgmon^ After the 1 st of August what will you he selling at, 
sujiposing the law not to be changed ? — At the same price, if there is no change 
in the law. 

949. After the 1 st of August will there not be a difference in the malt draw- 
back — Ten-pence halfpenny wnll be added to it if the drawback is repealed. 

950. Mr. UamplelL] You stated that you had never seen illicit wdiiskey but 
once before ? — During my experience I never saw it but once before. 

95 1 . Could you take upon yourself to say, having seen it but once before, that 
that was decidedly illicit whisky ? — I should say so, so far as my judgment would 
lead me to that conclusion. 

952. Mr. O’Connell.] Did you test the strength ? — I did not. 

953. Y ou took the strength from the verbal statement of this person ?— Yes. 

954. Do you know enough of the poteen whiskey in Ireland to be able to say 
that it is ever made at such a strength as 25 per cent, or 28 per cent, above 
proof? — I do not know of myself, but from the verbal statement of parties there; 
indeed it comes in strength, if I may believe what is stated, even as high as 34 
per cent, over proof, in a highly rectified state. 

93,'>. Mr. Gro^'Utt.j.You meniioned that you tasted this illicit whiskey? — Yes. 

95G. From your experience, connected with the spirit trade, would you be 
able to say what you consider the proof of that spirit?— I must explain to you 
the way in which I tasted it ; I tasted that wdiiskey mixed up with warm water 
and sugar, the best test of all. 

957. Mr. O’Brien.] Did the parties who gave you this information know you 
were to be examined before this Committee ? — They did not ; 1 dare say they do 
not know now, 

958. Mr. Grogan.] Did you ever hear any thing more about that sample you 
brought home to Scotland? — Not by the hydrometer; not the strength that I 
know of; but the sample is forthcoming. 

958. * When you say 28 over proof, you took it on the word of the dealer, and 
you have no other means of knowing w'hatever ? — None whatever. 

959. Sir George Clerhi] Are the persons with whom you deal in the habit 
generally of telling you that they have got illicit spirits in their possession? — 
Why any statement tliat was made to me was made in a confidenti^ manner, and 
no parties ever stated so but two individuals ; many of them have complained that 
illicit whiskey had come into competition with their trade-many of the dealers. 

960. What led to their making that statement to}mu? — I was pressing the 
parties at the time for orders, and to satisfy me their stock was full, they took me 
and showed me this whiskey ; the individual in whose stock I saw the three full 
puncheons, took me dowm to a cellar below', showed me what he had of corn 
whiskey, what he had of Scotch malt whiskey, . and what he had of illicit 
whiskey. 

961. Was his object to induce you to sell your spirits to him at a lower 
price ? — Not at all. 

962. What object had he?— I cannot conceive the object he had, further than 
I have akeady stated, that there was a great deal of illicit whiskey coming into 
the market. 

963. Was it likely that he would volunteer to tell you that he had been guilty of 
a breach of the law, unless he had some object r— 1 will tell you another object he 
had, I conceived, erroneously, that when the duties were equalized he should be 
able to come into the Scotch market and dispose of tliis poteen, and wished me 
to procure for him the names of parties in Glasgow to whom he could go and vend 
this article. 

964. Mr. O’CowJje//.] Was he to pay ^mu for that ? — No; there was no propo- 
sition of that kind. 

0.62. H 2 965. Without 
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965. Without an intelligible object, he put himself in your power to complete 
his ruin, by seizure and penalties, did he not ? — He did, but he knew perfectly 
well I should not. 

966. He put himself in your power completely ? — Yes, he did. 

967. Sir Robert Ferguson.] Was not all that stock covered by his permit ?— 
No seizure could be made, unless his stock was too full. 

968. Mr. O’Brien.] Without asking you the exact locality, was it a place in 
which a large quantity of illicit spirits could have been conveyed easily into the 
premises?— It was in a neighbouring part of the country, where I have been 
informed a very large amount of illicit distillation is going on. 

969. Sir George Clerk.] Of course, this person must have been a dealer to a 
considerable extent, who had three puncheons of illicit spirit in his possession, 
which you say could not have been discovered to be overstock by the Excise 
officer ? — Yes, he is alarge dealer ; I have sold to him as much as 10 puncheons 
of whiskey at one time. 

970. That is, a dealer in a large town ?— Not a very large town. 

971. Were you certain, from tasting that spirit, that it was illicitly distilled, 
from your knowledge of the article ? — I would say so. 

972. Mr. O' Co7mell.] Would you say so very confidently ? — I would say so 
confidently. 

973. Did you mean to convey to the Committee that illicit whiskey, poteen, 
though covered by a permit, could not be seized because covered by a permit ? — 
It could not be seized, as I have already explained, unless the stock w^as too 
full ; there was nothing to seize ; if a man has credit in his stock for 100 gal- 
lons, and he receives 100 gallons of illicit whiskey to the same extent, there is 
nothing to seize. 

974. If the officer, who knows illicit whiskey better than you do, tasted it, 
and found it to be poteen, do you think there was any thing to prevent his 
seizing it ; on the contrary, would it not be his duty to seize it ? — I do not know 
that any officer could seize it, having no other proof than his taste. 

975. Sir Geo 7 'ge Clerk.] You have not made the Excise laws particularly youi* 
study ? —No. 

976. Mr. 0 'Co 7 inell] The dealer who had these three puncheons told you it 
was from 25 to 28 percent, above proof?— I tliink I said that wliiskey was 
offering from 25 to 28 per cent, over proof, at 7 s. 9 d. to 8s. the gallon, and 
that whiskey in his stock was about that strength ; I cannot say whether it was 
25 or 28 per cent. 

977. You said about that strength, having before said from 25 to 28 per cent. ; 
did you not mean to convey that the whiskey in those three puncheons was from 
about 25 to 28 per cent.? — Yes, when he received it in his stock. 

978. Are you aware that whiskey cun be seized if it is more than 25 per cent, 
above proof remaining in his stock ?— I am awai-e it can be seized if it is above 
25 per cent, above proof; I am also aware that the dealer can reduce his whiskey 
in his stock if he has a retailer’s license. 

979. Mr. O’Ene?!.] Have you ever tasted illicit spirits made in Scotland ?— 

I do not remember. . . • c .. 

980. Mr. Campbell.] Have you ever tasted legal smaU-still whiskey in Scot- 
land? — Yes, frequently. . 

981. Do you find any great difference between it and the illicit whiskey oi 
Ireland?— To a judge there is a great difference, and he would be able to distin- 
guish them very soon ; the flavour of the two are very different indeed ; the flavour 
of highland whiskey and low country wliiskey is very different, although made 
from malt and peat ruck. 

982. Sir George Clerk.] You have stated on one other occasion, you had a 
statement made to you by one of your customers that he could he supplied with 
illicit whiskey ? — Yes, that he had purchased 100 gallons of illicit whiskey. 

983. When was that statement made to you? — That statement was made a 
little after the middle of May, on the very day on which a seizure of illicit 
whiskey was made at Omagh. 

984. Did you ever, in any of your former journies, hear any complaints of a 
siinilarkind made to you by customers ? — Not prior to the 11th of March; I 
never saw illicit whiskey, as I have already stated, in any place in Ireland prior 
to the 11th of March, hut on one occasion. 

985. Then, 
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985. Then, till this year, you never heard any complaint made that your 
customers could supply themselves at a lower price than you could afford it from 
the illicit distillers?— Never till after the 11th of March. 

986. My. O’Canmll.] The price so stated was very little less than yours?— 
Since the 1 1th of March a great deal less. 

987. Sir George Clerk.] Have you stated to your customers what price you 
would be obliged to charge for Mr. Grey’s spirits after the new law came into 
operation? — Yes ; 10^6?. would be added. 

988. You stated to those persons who deal with you, that afterwards you 
would be obliged to charge lOfd'. more for your spirits tlian you had hitherto 
charged ? — Yes. 

989. They complained of that increase of price? — Yes. 

990. And they then stated to you that they could purchase spirits of a good 
quality, 25 per cent, over proof, at 7s. 9d. and 8^. ? — Yes. 

991. Was not the object of the person giving you that information to induce 
you to lower your prices ? — I think not. 

992. Mr. Grogaii.] Did you on that occasion get any orders from the parties 
with whom you saw this illicit whiskey ? — I did not. 

993. You had an account open ? — I had not an account open ; it was closed, 
and had been closed for some time. 

994. Sir Robert Ferguson.] What was the amount of that seizure in Omagh, 
in the middle of May? — I was informed it was about 90 gallons. 

995. Did you hear whereabouts they had come from? — From the county 
Donegal. 

996. Sir George Clerk.] That would be the total number of gallons contained 
in the three puncheons you saw in that dealer’s stock?— X should say, from 
the size of the puncheons they must have contained about, or above, 100 gallons 
each. 

997. In what way is that whiskey in general smuggled in Ireland ; how is it 
conveyed from the illicit still to the dealers’ shops ? — I can state to you that this 
seizure, that was made in Omagh, was seized in a cart. 

,998. Was it in one cart ? — In one cart. 

Colonel Brereton called in ; and further Examined, as follows ; 

999. Chairmanl] I believe you wish to clear up some point of your evidence? 
— No, I wish to clear an absent person belonging to the Excise. 

1000. To whom do you refer? — It was stated, that 200 gallons of spirits had 
been offered for sale, and the question was asked if it had been reported to any of 
the excise officers ; the answer was, that it had been reported to the collector, 
and all the rest was conffdential, I knew at the time that there was a letter of 
the collector of the Excise, which not only shows that he, the collector, is not 
guilty of having tahen no notice of such a report being made to him, but that he 
did tahe the amplest and the fullest means of showing tliat it w'as incorrect and 
erroneous. Now, here is his letter, if the Committee choose that I should 
read it. 

jooi. ?3\Y Robert Fergxison.] Have the goodness to read it ? — Yes; it is dated 
Excise-Office, Londonderry, April 2d, 1842. “Honourable Sirs, I most respect- 
fully beg leave to state that Mr. — — — ^ distiller, at , and 

Mr. , distiller, at , — , have just informed 

me that a quantity of from 400 to 500 gallons of illicit spirits has lately made its 
way into the city and suburbs of the city of Londonderry, from the neighbour- 
hood of Ballymullans in the county of Londondeny, and Monterloney and Glen- 
mormin in the county of Tyrone. At the same time, these gentlemen declined 
pointing out the individuals who received any portion of the spirits, upon tlie 
grounds that it would be most dangerous for them to do so. I lost not a moment 
in directing the proper supervisor and officers immediately to survey all the 
spirit dealers and retailers in the city and the suburbs of the city of Londonderry, 
and to make a sudden return on those traders, and to keep a sharp look out, with 
a view to intercept any illicit spirits in transit. I have also to state, that, the 
supervisor, after this duty was perfoimed, reported to me that no increase was 
found in any of the traders’ stocks, nor any appearance of illicit spirits dis- 
covered; however, one of the traders told the supervisor that illicit spirits 

0.62. H 3 had 
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Col W. Brereion. had been offered for sale at liis house. Under all the circumstances, I am 

“J ~ fully of opinion that the statement of Messrs. , as regards 

17 June 1 43. very large a quantity as that stated having made its way into Derry, is 
not founded in fact, in which opinion the supervisor fully concurs. I beg 
to add that I feel it becomes my duty to bring the matter under the imme- 
diate notice of your honourable board.” Tills letter was not addressed to me 
but to the Board of Excise. I beg to explain to those who do not understand 
tliese matters, this paragraph in the collector’s letter, — “ nor any appearance of 
illicit spirits discovered.” The officers of Excise profess to know fully what are 
illicitly made and what are not, and no permit will cover illicit spirits in the 
quantity of a tea-spoonful ; if that tea-spoonful be found of illicit spirits in the 
possession of any one, he is liable to a penalty of 100^. under the Illicit Dis- 
tillation Act. 

1002. It was with reference to that letter before you that the doubt was 
expressed by the collector that so large a quantity was sent into Derry ; he does 
■not seem to express a doubt that any quantity was sent in ? — That is for your 
consideration ; I have always said that illicit distillation prevails every where 
except in the three or four counties I have named. I have only this further 
matter to add, that when the return was shown to me by one of the Committee 
yesterday, I was asked my opinion on the point of the number of detections in 
the quarter ending the 5th of April 1842, which is, in fact, just the quarter 
during which the imposition of the shilling duty had come into operation, why 
they are greater than in the quarter ending in the preceding yeai’ ? they are so 
very little that it was almost unnecessary to say anything about it; but this 1 
wish now to observe, that the number of detections is no proof or otherwise of 
the amount of illicit distillation, because you may make, in one detection, 
10,000 gallons of spirits, or you may have for 100 gallons, it may be, 300 detec- 
tions in small quantities. 

1 003 . What time in that return would you take as to the increase or decrease 
of illicit distillation ; will the prosecutions give it ? — No, because it may be seized 
from persons unknown. 

1 004. Will the convictions give it ? — No ; the former question answers that 
also, if the persons are not brought to trial. 

1005. Then the evidence which you gave yesterday, which conveys nearly the 
same information that was given in that return, gives no idea as to the state of 
illicit distillation ? — Quite otherwise, because 1 there give you the different 
articles seized, for example, illicit spirits, malt stills, head worms, distilling 
vessels ; I have given you all those ; those are proofs. I may seize 1,000 gallons 
in one detection, or I may detect half a gallon ; therefore the number of detec- 
tions is no proof of the amount ofilhcit distillation. 

George Pape, Esq., called in ; and further Examined, as follows : 

Ge»rgeFa^e,'Ew\, 1006. Mr. O'Connell.'] I wish to know whether the officers are not authorized 

to seize whiskey, which from their taste and judgment is poteen wliiskey ? — 

Undoubtedly. 

1007. And in such a case, the proof rests upon the distiller, or the person in 
whose possession the whiskey is, to prove its genuineness, and its being legal ? — 
Yes, and that it has paid duty. 

Colonel Brereton further Examined, as follows ; 

Col W. Brereton, 1008. Chairman.] HAVE you any further explanation to give ? — I wish to put 
— in another letter, which was alluded to yesterday, which I had not the means then 

of offering to the Committee. 

loog. Read the letter ; to whom is it addressed ?— To the Commissioners of 
the Board of Excise, and the subject is, that having reason to believe we had 
driven the ilhcit distillation from the main land of the north-west of Ireland, it 
had taken shelter in the islands of the coast ; we, therefore, sent for a cutter from 
Scotland the other day, which arrived there, and there is the result of this search 
on Tory Island, proving that my suspicion was correct, and that the spirits, that 
do in small quantities find their way to Derry, and are sold at 9^. a gallon, were 
distilled in this island ; this letter is from the commander of the cutter sent for 
from Scotland, to visit those islands. 

[The 
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“ I am, &C. 

“John Stuart, Commander. 

“ Chichester Ex. Cutter.” 

“ Detections made by the crew of the Chichester, viz.— May 23, 1842. Discovered and 
destroyed 3 private distUleries on the island of Tory, with 180 gallons wash, 18 gallons 
low wines; 42 tuns or casks; 70 B. malt, not ground and in process; 1 malt kiln; 2 
hand malt mills: And seized, viz.— 3 stills; 1 head; 1 worm; 3 casks, containing’ 20 
gallons p. spirits. These were taken on board the cutter, all belonging to persons at present 
unknown, and found in waste houses on the island. May 24 , 1842. Destroyed 4 B. ma h 
found concealed in Inisheren Island ; persons unknown.” 

1010. Have you any thing further to add?— No. 



[The Witness read the same, as follows ,•] 

« r „ Off Inishgola, 24 May 1842 . 

X J ^ you*' Honours’ orders, I proceeded with the cutter 

to the island of Tory, and at daybreak yesterday got my mate and crew landed there, who 
searched It diligently for the space of nine hours, during which they made the undermen- 
tioned seizures and detections. From the favourable state of the weather I was enabled to 
land them again m the evening, on the Gola Isles, all of which they diligently searched but 
could find -ho symptoms of smuggling, excepting a small detection of malt on the island of 
^isheren, also mentioned below. This day I have employed them on the main land round 
Derryleg and to the Guidore, and they have just now returned without beinv able to make 
any discoveries, or see any signs of smuggling. In obedience to the order, I shall now pro- 
ceed southward with the cutter, and search suspected places, and also the island of Inish- 
moray, and report the result to your Honours, through Colonel Brereton. 





APPENDIX. 




A RETURN of the Number of Gallons of Spirits entered for Home Consumption in 


Ireland, in each Year since 1830 ; distinguishioff those on which tbp M xt-t Hb » wt.x/'i' 


was claimed. 










Number of Gallons. 


YEARS. 


GRAIN SPIRITS. 


MALT SPIRITS. 


TOTAL. 


1831 


8,419.669 


291,003 


8,710,672 


1832 


8,371,029 


286,727 


8.657,756 


1833 


7,902,701 


265,895 


8,168,596 


1834 


9.379,669 


328,747 


9,708,416 


183s - - - 


10,963,506 


4I71717 


11,381,223 


1836 - - . 


11,762,911 


485,861 


12,248,772 


1837 


10,767,443 


468,192 


11,235,635 


1838 . - . 


11.759,387 


536.955 


12,296,342 


1839 


10,262,916 


552.793 


10,815,709 


1840 - 


6,859,201 


541,850 


7,401,051 


1841 


5.958,247 


527.196 


6,480,443 



Excise Office, London,! 
17 June 1842. J 
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